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INVESTIGATION 

At tho Jan'ry Session ot the R. I. Assembly, 1831, 
m Memorial signed by sixty seven Delegates to an 
Antimasonic Convention, praying for an investiga- 
tion into the Masonic Corporations, created by the 
Legislature, was presented, and referred to a Com- 
mittee. No further proceeding was had upon the 
subject unt{l October Session, T831, at which time 
the demand of public opinion for some disposition 
of the Memorial could no longer be safely postpon- 
ed. Accordingly, a resolution prepared hy Mr. B. 
Hazard, was introduced by Mr. James F. Simmons, 
to appoint a Committee to investigate the subject 
of Masonry. These gentlemen were both appointed 
on that Committee, after which a discussion arose 
upon a motion to refer the Memorial, with a no- 
tice, to Masonic Corporations. Messrs. Hazard and 
Simmons, in that debate, were extremely severe 
upon Antimasons, the former declaring that there 
was not one among them that he would trust with 
a groat out. of his 6ight, and the latter asserting that 
the principles of Antimasonry were sapping the 
foundations of our political institutions. Both of 
these gentlemen were known to have a command- 
ing influence with the party then in power in the 
State,' and it was also known that Antimasonry 
would probably oppose the re-election of the indi- 
viduals then in office. These circumstances, con- 
nected with the severe and apparently unprovok- 
ed censures cast upon Antimasons, by these gentle- 
men in debate, induced an apprehension that the de- 
sign of appointing this Committee might be rather 
to suppress Antimasonry, if possible, and vindicate 
Masonry, than to give the subject a full and fair 
investigation without any reference to political 
parties. The course pursued will show whether 
there were any reasonable grounds for this appre- 
hension. It was also known that another of the 
Committee, Mr. Haile, had on a public occasion 
compared the introduction of Anlimasonry into po- 
litics, to a pestilence. Under such circumstances, 
it appeared to some that a majority of the Commit- 
tee had already given evidence that they had pre- 
judged the question upon which they were about 
to act. 

Shortly after the adjournments the Legislature, 
the following notice issued by Mr. Hazard, as 
Chairman, without being shown to at least two 
others of the Committee, was published in the 
newspapers : 

.“NOTICE. — The Committee named in the sub- 
joined Resolution, will meet on Tuesday the sixth 
day of December next, at ten o’clock, A. M., at the 
State House in Providence, for the purpose of at- 
tending to the duties in said resolution assigned to 
them. Personal notice will be given to those, whom 
tho Committee may think it necessary to call before 
them. And they will moreover readily attend to 
oil information, testimony, facts, circumstances and 
suggestions in writing, which any individuals may 
have to communicate, and which may in any de- 
cree aid them in making the thorough investiga- 
tion, which the General Assembly will expect from 
them. For the Committee, 

B. HAZARD, Chairman. 

Nov. 21, 1831. 

State of Rhode Island and Providence 
Plantations. 

In General Assembly, October Session , A. D. 1831. 

Whereas the crimes and enormities within a few 
years, committed in a neighboring S’ate bv certain 
Free Masons avowedly in the cause of Masonry, 
have excited unversal indignation and abhorrence ; 
and have awakened jealousies and suspicions very 
unfavorable to all Masonic institutions, and under 
tlic weight of which the whole Masonic fraternity. 


INTO MASONRY. 

the good and virtuous as well as the vicious, must 
unavoidably suffer : Therefore, in the hope of al- 
laying the great and increasing excitement thus 
occasiohed, and that the innocent may be distin- 
guished from the guilty, if in thie State there ate 
any, who can justly be charged with advocating the 
criminal doctrines imputed to Free Masonry : 

Resolved , That Messrs. Hazard, W. Sprague, Jr. 
Simmons, Haile, and E. R. Potter, with such others 
as the Honorable Senate may think proper to add, 
be and they are hereby appointed a Committee, ful - 
ly to investigate and inquire into the causes, 
grounds and extent of the charges and accusations 
brought against Free Masonry and Masons in this 
State. — And that said Committee, so far as mny be 
necessary to enable them to perform this duty, be 
empowered to administer oaths, to examine wit- 
nesses, and to call for books and papers.” 

At the time of the publication of this notice, a 
note was forwarded to Mr Sprague, one of the Com- 
mittee, by Mr. Hazard, in which that gentleman re- 
marked, “Whatever may be said in the newspapers, 
I am very confident there will be no difference of 
opinion among the members of the Committee, upon 
the subject of Masonry or the course to be pursued 
in relation to iL“ 

This assurance led to a hope that. tho investigation 
would be conducted in a manner of which no per- 
son desirous for a full disclosure of the truth, could 
reasonably complain. 

Members of the Antimasonic State Committee 
had made repeated attenpts to ascertain from the 
investigating Committee what course they would 
pursue, and upon what points they would be wil- 
ling to hear testimony ; but they were not recog- 
nised as being entitled to be heard in preferring 
charges, or proving those alleged in the Memorial, 
nor could they learn any specifications to define 
the vague terms of “charges and accuations against 
Masonry and Masons,’' into which the Committee 
were directed to inquire. Uj^to the day appointed 
for the examination, it was* generally understood 
that Masons would not state upon oath, what their 
Masonic oaths were ; and it is also a fact that the 
Committee, though requested, declined summoning 
at least one Ma*on, who though holding a high of- 
ficial station, had declared that lie would not reveal 
his Masonic oaths under a civil oath. To prevent 
a total failure of the investigation by a refusal of 
Masons to testify, and the neglect of the Committee 
to summon seceding Masons, the Antimasonic Com- 
mittee took measures to procure such testimony os 
the short time allowed by the notice would permit. 
They accordingly prevailed upon 'the Rev. Moses 
Thacher, Rev. Levi Chace, and a number of seced- 
ing Masons to attend the examination in person, 
and they procured the depositions of others, which 
were taken in legal form. The intimation therefore, 
that Mr. Thacher, or any other witness presented 
himself voluntarily as has been represented in the 
Assembly, is incorrect. He came at the special 
and urgent request of the Antimasonic State Com- 
mittee. The investigating Committee used no com- 
pulsory process, in any case, and their summonses 
were virtually nothing more than requests. 

W ith a view of bringing the investigation to somo 
point, the following suggestions were drawn up, 
and presented to the Committee, by Wm. Sprague, 
Esq. for their consideration, on the first day 
they metfor business, Tuesday, Dee. Cth. These 
suggestions were made by an individual, in compli- 
ance with the rule prescribed by Mr. Hazard, 

| Chairman of the Committee. They were as f 

Digitized by Google 



fo THE COMMITTEE. 

One of the principal ‘'‘grounds of the charges 
&nd accusations brought against Freemasonry and 
Masons in this State/’ and every other State, which 
you, gentlemen, are appointed “fully to investi- 
gate ahd inquire into,’* is the oaths administered in 
the several degrees in the Lodges and Chapters. 
It is deemed indispensable to establish what the 
precise form and expression of these oaths* re, in 
Order to determine whether they may or have, or do 
lend to an interference with the eivil duties of cit- 
izens. 

In the first place it is* charged that those oaths 
are illegally administered, in solemn fdrm, by per- 
sons not Magistrates, and who are liable to Indict- 
ment and punishment for this offence, at commbn 
Law. 

Thus Sir E. Cobelays it down, tlfat “All oaths 
must be lawful, allowed by the Common Law, or 
some statute ; if they are administered by persons in 
a private capacity, or not duly authorised they are 
coram nonjudice , and void ; and those administer- 
ing them are guilty pf a high contempt for doing 
It without warrant of law, and punishable by fine 
and' imprisonment. 3. Inst. 278. 2. Roll Abr. 
257; cited in Jacob. La\V Die. Tit. Oath. 

Blabkstpne goe£ so far„.on this point as to say, that 
“It is much to be questioned bow far any Magistrate 
is justifiable in taking a voluntary affidavit ih any 
fextrajudical matter, as is n'ow too frequent upon ev- 
ery petty occasion, since it is more than possible, 
that by such idle oaths a mad may frequently tV 

{ oro conscientuk , incur the guilt, and at the same 
ime evade the temporal penalties of perjury.* B)k. 
Com. Vol.4. 137. Even this doubt is expressed of 
linncceasdry oaths*, administered by lawful mag- 
istrates. It is certainly stronger as applied to Ma- 
sonic oatbft, administered unlawfully in secret, and 
binding the person wiio receives them to d'6 a mor- 
al wrong if he adheres to them. e 

Should the Committee deem this a proper subject 
of their inquiry, they can easily establish the fact, 
by the testimony of seceding and the admission of 
Adhering Masons, that oaths are administered in 
Lodges and Chapters, by swearing on the holy 
Scriptures. See Deposition of Benjamin Russell 
Ond De Witt Clinton,* herewith presented, marked 
{No. land 2) 

Tfte nature of these baths ? their exact terms 
and import froift thb language in which they are 
expressed, are also important to be learned. The 
farts theuWelves, as to what the oaths say, are deem- 
ed to bo much more essential to a fair under- 
standing of then), than the cohslruction Which 
persons i Ale rested hoib, in explaining them bwfty to 
avoid the charges brought -against theift, may pht 
upon them.. Besides, If the oaths are to be judged 
of by construction , rather than their plain and ob- 
vious meaning, would not the interpretation of tlrose 
oaths, by Masonic works of the highest authority, 
previous to Masonry being called in question, be 
hi ore satisfactory, than the construction adhering 
reasons may now contend fbr, when the charge is 
Vpdtfe that these very oaths have led to the murder 
of a citizen in New York, and screened his ukurder- 
ers from the just infliction of the laws ? 

On this point, the nature of the oaths, the com- 
piittoe is respectfully referred to a printed paper 
(marked No. *3) containing the ©athsoffiVe degrees, 
In nearly the same language, (with some nbt very 
'material alterations in expression and nbne in mean- 
ing) as tfyjy have been administered in ft. Island 
Lodges ihd Chapters, up tb the murder of William 
Morgan, in 1 8*^(5, and probably ever since. The 
same paper con'Vins eVidcrice of the uniformity and 
'universality pf these hmsohic oaths, as dp also the 
Depositions of Mcsferi. Clinton iuid Russell, before 
‘referred to. , 

To eitublish the uhifertfnty of Masofric Oaths ifi 
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the United States, reference is further made id & 
paper marked No. 4, containing the trial at New 
Berlin, New York, as sworn to by Philip Peck, who 
was present at that trial. 

Also-paper No. 5, Affidavit of Israel Chace. 

Also paper No. >6, Affidavit of Tabor Cory., . 

The same point will be proved by inquiry to that 
effect of all seceding or adhering Masons, who may 
be summoned before the Committee. 

Paper No. 7, contains the statement of one bt 
your Hon. Committee, William Sprague Jr. Esq. 
asserting the language of certain portions of the 
three first oaths. It is requested that that gentleman 
may be, examined, with others who have certified 
with him, or who are believed to be ready to testi- 
fy, if called on, viz : Wm. Sprague Jr., Rev. Hen- 
ry Tqtefti, (who has taken the degree of Knight 
Td&plar.) Dr. Wm. H. Allen, Willard Ballou, John 
Brown, Nathan Whiting, Benjamin W. Case, (Roy- 
al ArCh) Rev. Moses Thacher (Royal Arch,) John 
F. Greene, Arthur Potter, Anton Potter, Gamaliel 
Church, (Royal Arch) Barney Phelps. 

' The above named persons, and gome others whose 
names may be presented if desired, . are acquainted 
with masonry, and it is believed will give the Com- 
mittee all the information in their, possession. It id 
believed that their testimony will not essentially 
vary from the statement of the form of the Oaths as 
given in printed paper No. 3. 

The Committee are also i espectfully requested to 
summon before them some known adhering Masons, 
to qscertain from them the form of proceedings in 
Ledges , and Chapters. If permitted to suggest, the 
following names would be offered : — 

Rev. David Pickering, Mr. Moses Richardson } 
who, it is suggested, became acquainted with the 
abduction of Morgan, in the Grand Chapter of New 
York, soon after it happened. Should he decline 
stating on this point, Waiter .Paine Jr. and' Asa 
Pearce should be summoned. Mr. Peter Grijmell is 
acquainted with the saiqe facts. 

Mr. Peter Gunnell, who in 1816 visited the Lodg*- 
eft in If. England, it is believed, inquiry should 
)>e made of this gentleman as to his knowledge of 
the Check degree, established in 1826-^-27, ]to keep 
out the book Masons, who might study Morgan's 
disclosures. On this point, see paper No. 8. con- 
taining a letter signed P. Grinned and, C. M. Nes 
tell. Please also inquire if this Check degree waft 
received from -the New York Grand Lodges, and 
communicated to all the Lodges in this State. Ex- 
amine also, Messrs. Sprague, Chase, .Thacher, Bal*- 
lou, Tatem and others on this point, which will 
clearly establish the connexion between the Lodges 
of Rhode Ieland and New York, and the fact that 
Morgan’s disclosures were true, or a special degree, 
to exclude those who read his book, would not have 
beert required. 

Jbsiah Whitaker, William Wilkinson, Richard 
Anthony, Henry Muiuford, Christian M. Nestclh 
Benj. S. OIney, John ftarton, Henry Martin, [who 
administered the Royal Arch Oath to Moses Thach- 
er,] Saihu'el Jacksbn, 2d, BArney Merrey, Barzillai 
Cranston, Jacob Frieze, [Examine Mr. Frieze as to 
an article on the 28th page of pa*per No. 9. written 
by hiin.l Rev. Martin Chehey. 

Tire Coinmitte are Msq requested to ascertain if 
possible, at what time, Chapters and Lodges in R. 
I. or any mpmbers became acquainted with the ab- 
duettbn of Morgan, and whether any and what state- 
ment had been made respecting it, and his fate. 
Oran Packard of Cumberland^ if Summoned, (a 
Royal Arch Mason,) it is belieVbd will throw light 
on this sbojecl. 

The existence of Lodges of Blacks, who take the 
same oaths as white Masons, ai d work Under a 
Grand Lod£c kt Boston, which grants dispensations 
all overthe country, has excited some alarm, partic- 
ufaily in connexion with the insurrection at thb 
South, it being stated, that Walker, the black whd 
published an incendiary pamphlet a short time 
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\o oxcilotheSlaves to revolt,and Gen. Nat, the lead- 
er of the recent Massacre in Va. were members of 
the African Lodge. 

On this point testimony may be obtained from 
•Henry Codding, of Providence. Also, from the 
following officers of Harmony Lodge, in Providence, 
viz : — George C. Willis, Master; Thomas, Sent War- 
den ; Alfred Niger, Jun. , Warden ; Northup, Sen. 
Deacon. * 

The inquiry whether Masonry imposes ihe penf 
alty of death for violation of her oaths, is certainly 
important. Individual construction of Masons note 
cannot be as good proof, as the terms of the penal- 
ties, and the construction put upon them by the 
most approved Masonic writers. On this point 
leave is asked to refer to printed sheets, No- a 
proof sheet of a document pot yet published. Re- 
ferences are there given to Masonic authors, which 
will be offered to the Committee if desired, for fur- 
ther examination as to the correctness oi tho refer- 
ence. So far as the Records of Lodges and Chap- 
ters may be offered, the Committee are requested to 
receive them with the understanding that they con- 
tain only what Masons deem proper to be written , 
and do not record the unwritten and most important 
matters in the Lodge.' On this point of the duties ol 
a Masonic Secretary, see Book of Constitutions, p. 
15, Cross’s Masonic Chart, p. Git, do do, 149,. Temp- 
lars’ Chart, 79, cited in proceedings R. 1. Antima- 
sonic Convention, p. 10. 

( The several corporations were chartered by the 
'General Assembly as Charitable Societies. This 
will be seen by reference to their acts of Incorpora- 
tion, cited in the Antimasonic Memorial, (see paper 
No. 11.) A strictjinquiry on thispoint is respectfully 
suggested, in order to ascertain what proportion of 
the funds are devoted to charities, and what pro- 
portion to useless parades. On this point see paper 
No. 19, and records of Newport St. John’s Lodge,in 
possession of Benj. W. Case.” 

The several documents above referred to, were 
presented to the Committee, hut it did not appear 
that any use was made of them in the investigation. 
The Committee, on the first day, frankly and readily 
received all names of witnesses presented to them, 
•most of whom they summoned. . Those who had 
-declared they would not testify at all, were not sum- 
moned. Masonic Clergymen the Committee declin- 
ed summoning, on the ground, as was understood, 
that it might lead to a breach, or unpleasant feelings 
in their societies. 

Previous to the lApetingof the Committee, and 
nearly every night during their sitting in Provi- 
dence, the Masonic Hall was lighted up, and it is 
presumed the Masons assembled there to determine 
upon the measures they should adopt to produce un- 
iformity in the statements they should make to the 
.Committee. On several occasions, when the exam- 
ination was carried into the evening, the principal 
Masons retired, as it was understood to visit. theLodge 
Room, and unquestionably for the above purpose. 

The testimony was taken at four different times ; 
first, before four and sometimes five of the Com- 
mittee sitting in Providence, from the 7th to the 
17th of December — second, before Mr. Hazard the 
Chairman, sitting alone in Newport, irregularly 
for several days — third , before Mr. Simmons, an- 
other of the Committee, sitting alone in Provi- 
dence, — and fourth , before Mr. Haile in Warren, 
at which last examination no person whatever was 
'present to put cross questions to the adhering ma- 
sons, who were examined by Mr. Haile. Mr. 
Sprague or Mr. Cornell, did not at any time as- 
sume the right of sitting alowe to take examina- 
tions, without the approbation of other mem- 
bers of the Committee. The former issued one 
summons, or rather request, to a citizen residing in 
another State, whpse deposition was taken. . 

During the only investigation in which the 
committee acted as a body, Mr. Haile, one of the 
Vcjfe&ittee., officiated aS -scribe, and wrote down, 


principally in his own language, the answers oifthd 
witnesses, as he construed or understood them, 
which the witnesses were required to sign. In 
his minutes so taken, the answers of witnesses are 
put down in a condensed form*, without any state- 
ments appearing of the circumstances under which 
the answers were given ; such as the remarks of 
members oftlie Committee, the variation of an- 
swers upem second thought, by the witnesses, and 
a variety of circumstances, without which it is 
impossible to determine whether the examination 
was fully and fairly conducted, arid how far the 
witnesses are entitled to credit. The most "ma 
terial difference between us, will be, that where 
cross questions were proposed, the second answer 
of the witness was generally taken by hiih instead 
of tiie first, while this Report will iri most cases, 
give both answers^that the witness may not avail 
himself of the time given for reflection to frame an 
answer best suited to evade the question, if such 
were his design. None of these and other circum- 
stances connected with the progress of the inves- 
tigation ; the manner in which the Chairman put 
or refused' to put questions, or ‘his severe censures 
upon witnesses and spectators, will be found in Mr. 
Haile’s Report. While therefore, we shall agree 
in the main facts, there will be so material a dif- 
ference in the filling out of the narrative on our 
part, by stating facts which his abridged account 
will omit, as entirely to relieve the State printer of 
Rhode island from “the trouble of prosecuting for 
an infringement of a pretended copy right, of a 
public Legislative Report, which is no more the 
subject of copy right than a speech made in Con- 
gress, and taken down by a Reporter. [It might be 
interesting to learn by whom this copy right of a 
public document was transferred to the State prin- 
ter, for what consideration, and for whose benefit. 
The circumstance is believed to be unparalleled.] 

This attempt to confine the circulation of this 
important evidence (which is the property of the 
public alone) by guarding it with a copy right, 
apd thereby preventing its republication in the 
newspapers, has induced us to publish our version 
of it in this form, which is free to all the world to 
republish. 

Having thus stated the preliminaries of the invest 
tigation, we proceed to lay before the public a full 
and faithful Report, taken at the time, of the'pro- 
oeedings of the Committee and the examination of 
witnesses. The correctness of this Report, in ev- 
ery essential particular, will be vouched for by a 
number of individuals who paid strict attention to 
the investigation. An appeal is also made for the 
accuracy of our narration, to the numerous specu- 
lators who were present. 

On the morning 6f Wednesday, the first day> 
the Committee met for business, Mr. Hazard and 
others of the Committee, held a long conversation 
in the Senate Chamber, with several of the most 
eminent masons of Providence. Among them 
were the Grand Master, the Grand Commander, 
the General Grand Treasurer, and others. A 
part of that conversation was* known at the time. 
Its import, s and that of other interviews understood 
to have taken place, it is believed is fully explain- 
ed in the subsequent disclosure made by one of the 
witnesses, Wm. Wilkinson, Esq., that a majoi'ity 
of the Committee had agreed with these Masons , that 
if they disclosed their oaths , they should not be ques- 
tioned as to the cetetitOnics, proceedings , fyc. tohich 
they considered to be the secrets of Masonry , that 
they had sicorn noL to reveal ! The tact is simply 
stated as it is borne out by the testimony. Wheth- 
er it was proper for an investigating Committee to 
have entered into such a stipulation with the wit- 
nesses who w*ere to be examined upon charges 
against their own Institution, the public must 
decide. 

No Committee appeared before the Legislative 
Committee jqp behalf of any body, and neither the 
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Memorialists to the General Assembly, or the 
Antimasons were permitted to appear to make 
good any charges against Masonry. During the 
investigation six or eight of the highest Masonic 
Officers in Rhode Island were constantly present, 
seated on one side of the table, and a number of 
members of the Antimasonic State Committee 
were as frequently present, seated on the other 
side. Both parties, in their individual capacity, 
proposed questions in writing, which were handed 
to the Committee. The examination was held in 
the Senate Chamber in Providence. 

Wednesday , December 7, 1831 — Present of the 
Committee, B. Hazard, chairman, James F. Sim- 
mons, Wm. Sprague, Jr. and Levi Haile; (absent, 
E. R. Patter and S. B. Cornell, of the Senate.) 

TESTIMONY OF REV. MOSES T1IACHER. 

Mr Hazard called the Rev. Moses Thacher as 
the first witness, who proceeded to give the follow- 
ing testimony, the substance of which was taken 
down in writing by Mr. Haile, of the Committee, 
who acted as Scribe for that purpose. 

Moses Thacher sworn in chief, in answer to 
interrogatories, says. He resides in North Wren- 
tliam, Massachusetts ; is a clergyman ; has been a 
Free Mason and taken seven degrees, viz. Entered 
Apprentice, Fellow Craft, Master Mason, Mark 
Master, Past Master, Most ExcellentMaster and 
Royal Arch. 

interrogatories by the chairman. 

Iii what Lodge and at what time did you take 
the three first degrees? Answer. In St.John’s 
Lodge, Providence, iu the winter or spring of 
1826-27. 

When did you take the next ? Ans. The sum- 
mer following. 

In the same Lodge ? Ans. No ; in the same 
Hall, but in what is termed the Chapter, the Prov- 
idence Royal Arch Chapter. 

When did you take the last degree ? Ans. I am 
not able to designate the precise time. I took the 
three preparatory degrees in 1827, and soon after 
the Royal Arch degree, which took a whole eve- 
ning in performing the ceremonies. 

■Before you took the degrees, was an obligation 
or oath administered to you ? Ans. Yes,» a dis- 
tinct oath, upon taking each degree. 

' entered apprentice’s oath. 

Mr. Hazard . — Can you repeat the oath that you 
took as an entered Apprentice ? Ans. 1 can re- 
peat the oath substantially. I do not know that 1 
can give all the language, verbatim. 

Be so good as to repeat what you do recollect. 
Ans. So far as I recollect it was substantially this. 
1 was ma^e to kneel and clasp the sacred writings 
with the square and compass in this form. The 
Master of the Lodge then addressed me in lan* 
guage like this Before you proceed any farther 
it is necessary for you to take an oath or obliga- 
tion ; this oath will not interfere with your reli- 
gion or politics. Have you any objections to take 
it ? On signifying my assent, he directed me to 
repeat the oath after him, calling my own name. 
1 would not be understood as giving the language 
verbatim, which was used in introducing the oath, 
but the sense and substance. The Master then 
roceeded £o administer the oath by sentences, to 
e repeated after him, as I was utterly ignorant of 
it; ignorant masonically, for as I afterwards found 
I had seen the oath before, substantially. 

Mr. Hazard. Where had you seen it ? Ans. In 
a book called Morgan’s Illustrations which had ac- 
cidentally fallen into my hands. 

Mr. Hazard. [To Mr. Haile, who was writing 
down the testimony.] You need not go too fast, Mr. 
Haile. It is best to have it all down, because Mr. 
Thacher has got to sign it. Well Sir, (to the wit- 
ness) repeat it as you recollect it. 

Witness. I proceeded after the Master, sentence 
by sentence, and said, 
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“I, Moses Thacher, of my own free will and ac- 
cord, in presence of Almighty God and this wor- 
shipful Lodge of Free an<f accepted Mason, dedi- 
cated to God , and held forth to the Holy Order of 
St. John, do hereby and hereon, mo6t solemnly 
and sincerely promise and swear, that I will al- 
ways hail, ever conceal, and never reveal any art 
or arts, part or parts, point or points, of the secrets, 
arts and mysteries of ancient Freemasonry, which 
I have heretofore received, am about to receive, 
or may hereafter be instructed in, to any person of 
persons in the known world, except it be to a true 
and lawful brother Mason, (I think i & the mode of 
expression ; I am not certain as to that mode,) or in 
the body of a lawfully constituted Lodjre of such, 
and not unto him or unto them whom f shall hear 
so to be, but unto him or them only whom 1 shall 
find so to be, after strict trial, due examination or 
lawful information. 

I furthermore promise and swear, that I will not 
write, print, stain, stamp, hew, cut, carve, engrave, | 
or indent it, upon anything movable or immova- 
ble, under the whole canopy of Heaven, whereby 
or whereon the least letter, figure, mark, character, 
stain, shadow, or resemblance of the 6ame, shall 
become legible or intelligible to myself or any other 
person, whereby the secrets of Free Masonry may 
be unlawfully obtained, through my uuworthiness. 
To all which I do most sincerely and solemnly 
promise and swear, without the least equivocation, 
mental reservation, or secret evasion of mind, in 
me whatever, binding myself under no less pen- 
alty than to have my throat cut acr©3s, [the Master 
at this time drew the handle of his Mallet, as I af- 
terwards found it to be across my throat] my tongue 
torn out by the roots, my body buried in the rough 
sands of the sea, at low water mark, where the tide 
ebbs and flows twice in twenty-four hourg. [The 
oath closes with the legal form, I believe] So help 
me God and keep me steadfast in the due perform- 
ance of the same. 

Fellow Craft’s Oath. 

Mr. Hazard. — Be so good as to state what addi- 
tions there were in the oath you took, in the degree 
of Fellow Craft. 

Witness'. — The candidate swears to obey all signs 
and summons of a fellow craft Mason — to support 
the Constitution, and by-laws of the Lod^e, and of 
the Grand Lodge under which it is held. I was told, 
as in the preceding degree that the oath was not to 
interfere with my religion or politics. 

Mr. Hazard , I will read you the Fellow Craft’s 
Oath from Allyn’s Ritual, and ask you if it is the 
same you took ? [Mr Haile read it accordingly.] 

Witness. — The oath I took was to support the 
Constitution of the Grand Lodge ; not the Grand 
Lodge of the United States; # The oath read from 
Allyn is the substance of the one I took. ] 

Mr. Hazard. — What did you understand by the 
length of your cable tow ? 

Witness. — At the time the degree was given, I 
did not understand what that expression meant I 
afterwards learned frotrfa Mason, that it meant a 
certain distance, according to the degree. In the 
Master’s degree, it is understood to mean three 
miles. It was not explained to me at the time. 

Master Masojv’s Oath. i 

Mr, Hazard . — Will you point out the difference 
in the Master Masons oath, with the proceeding 
oaths? 

Witness. — The Master Mason swears to keep the 
secrets of a brother of the same degree, murder 
and treason excepted, and they left to bis election. 

Mr. Hazard . — I believe that is the only essential i 
difference. I 

Witness. — Thero are several others. 

Mr. Hazard. — Well, will you point them out ? 

Witness. — 1 will point out some of them as far 
as l can recollect. In addition to his former obli- 
gations tlie caudidalo swears that lie will not gi\ c 
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the Master Mason’s word, which he is hereafter to 
receive, to any but a Mason of the same degree, [I 
do not here pretend to give the precise language of 
the oath,] except upon the five points of fellowship, 
and then not above his breath. That he will not give 
l-the grand hailing sigh of distress, except he is in real 
distress, and when he sees that sign given, or hears 
the words accompanying it, ho swears to fly to the 
relief of the person giving the si£n or uttering the 
words, unless there is a greater probability of losing 
his life, than saving the life of the person in dis- 
tress. 

The candidate in this degree also swears that he 
will not speak evil of a orother Master Mason, either 
before his face or behind his back, but will apprize 
him of all approaching danger, if in his power. — 
Another addition in substance is he promises and 
swears that the secrets of a brother Master Mason, 
given to him in charge, as such, and he knowing 
them to be such, shall remain as secure and invio- 
lable in his own breast as in that of the person com- 
municating them, murder and treason excepted, and 
there left at his election. 

(Mr. Haile — discretion ?) 

Witness — Election I think it is. 

The penalty also varies, in this degree. It is that 
the body be severed in two in the midst, and the 
bowels burnt to ashes, and these ashes scattered be- 
fore the four winds of heaven, that there mignt not 
the least trace or remembrance remain, among 
men or Masons, of so vile and perjured a wretch as 
i should be if I were ever wilfully to violate any 
part of this my solemn oath or obligation, of a mas- 
ter mason. That is the substance of the penalty. 
I am not positive of every word. 

Mr. Hazard . Is it not a part of the oath that 
you will not violate the chastity of a Master Mason’s 
wife, daughter, &c. ? 

Witness. Yes Sir, “ I further more promise and 
swear, that I will not violate the chastity of a Master 
Mason's wife, mother, daughter or sister, knowing 
them to be such, or suffer it to be done by others 
If in my power to prevent it. 

A question in writing having been banded to the 
committee, Col. T . Rivers, a (Mason) here asked, 
“ will the Committee receive questions from by- 
standers ? I appear for no one.” 

Mr. Hazard. — We will receive any information 
from any citizen, and will be obliged to any who will 
give information to aid in this investigation. We 
shall be glad to receive any from yourself. 

Jlfr. Rivers. I have none to make. [Wm. Wil- 
kinson, Esq. a high mason, and Mr. Rivers here 
held some conversation aside.] 

Mr. Hazard then read the Mark Master’s oath 
from Allyn, Mr. Simmons reading the conclusion. 
Is that the substance of the oath ? It is so far as I 
can recollect. I believe the phraseology is different 
in reference to the Mark and the Jewish She- 
kel of silver. 

[B. F. Hallett presented questions in writing, re- 
lative to the ceremony representing the killing 
of Hiram Abiff in the Masters degree, and the re- 
ference it had to the penalty. The Commitete did 
not put the questions.] 

Thomas Rivers, Esq. here presented a question 
In writing for Mr. Hazard to put, but before it was 
put, Mr. R. said he would waive it for the present, 
and it was returned to him. 

Mr. Simmons read the Most Excellent Masters 
oath from Allyn, and asked if that was correct. 

Witness. — That was substantially as I received it, 
so far as I can recollect.. * 

[Mr. Hazard was again requested to put the ques- 
tion relative to the ceremony of killing Hiram Abiff, 
but declined.] 

Witness here said there was a point in the Mas- 
ter Mason’s oatb, relative to obeying all signs and 
summonses, which be believed ne had omitted to 
state before. He then stated that part of the obli- 
gation. 


Royal Arch Oath. 

Mr. Simmons. — Do you recollect the variations 
of the Royal Arch oath from the preceding oaths ? 
It would be preferable for you to give them. 

Witness.-^ They do not readily occur to me, and 
I should probably omit some in pointing out the 
differences. 1 can state them as far as my recol- 
ection extends. 

Mr. Hazard. — Do you recollect any clause to 
keep the secrets of a brother Companion, murder 
and treason not exempted ? 

Witness. — I do not recollect that phraseology. 

Mr. Simmons then read the oath from Allyn, and 
asked if that was correct. [The clause in the oath, 
as given in Allyn, is to keep all the secrets, without 
exception.] 

Witness.*— The oath, so far as I recollect, is sub- 
stantially the same as was administered to me. I 
do not recollect the words “right or wrong” being 
administered to me. The words murder and trea- 
son not excepted, were not in the oath I took. I do 
not recollect the promise to employ a Companion 
Royal Arch Mason, in preference to another per- 
son. 

On being further questioned, witness replied, I 
am confident that I was sworn to assist a companion 
Royal Arch Mason when in any difficulty, and to 
extricate him from the same, if within my power. — 
I have no recollection of any kind of difficulty be- 
ing excepted. He was to be assisted when in diffi- 
culty. The penalty I recollect distincly as read, 
to have my scull smote off, and my brains expos- 
ed to the scorching rays of the sun. I do not rec- 
ollect any further material variation from the oath 
as now readto me. 

Question put by request. — What was the form 
in which you were sworn to keep the secrets of a 
Royal Arch Mason ? 

Witness . — To the best of my recollection it was 
to keep all secrets of a Companion Royal Arch Ma- 
son, communicated to me as such, and 1 knowing 
them to be such. 

Mr. Simmons. — Were there no exceptions as to 
the kind of secrets you were to keep ? 

Witness. — No. 1 recollect there were exceptions 
in the preceding degrees, but I do not recollect any 
in this. 

[A question in writing was here handed to the 
Chairman, asking the situation in which witness 
was placed to receive the oath, and the nature of 
the ceremony of representing God appearing to 
Moses in the burning bush. The Chairman did not 
put the questions.] 

Mr. Simmons put the following question by re- 
quest. Did you ever take a check degree and if ?o 
please explain it ? 

Witness. — After 1 had taken the three fifst degrees 
in Masonry, which I received in one night, the 
Master of the Lodge said to me, before you leave 
the hall it is necessary for yoji to take an oath, in 
consequence of a book which has been published, 
revealing the secrets of Freemasonry or o t the Order, 
I do not remember which. He further said that it 
was necessary for me to do this in order to yisit 
other Lodges, and said “if other folks get our keys, 
we must put on new locks.” That was his ex- 
pression. The oath was then administered to me, 
the general terms of which were that I would not 
give the word or sign about to be communicated to 
me, except in a Lodge, or at the door of such, when 
about to be examined for admission. It was in- 
tended as a key for admission into Lodges. I never 
made use of it but once. 

Mr. Hazard. — I dont see but they will have 
their hands full of making new secrets. 

Question by request. Was there any penalty 
attached to this oath? 

Witness. No corporeal penalty. 1 think the 
penalty wm to be disgrace or expulsion for dis- 
closing this sign. 

. Question by Thomas Rivers. (Mason.) 


Digitized by 


Google 



8 . 


After taking these several obligations, did you 
not receive a charge, and did you not consider it 
binding ? 

Witness . — After taking each of the two first 
degrees, a charge was read to me [Mr Mo?es Rich- 
ardson hero handed to Mr Simmons Webb’sMoUitor 
and referred to the charge.] 

Mr Simmons — If I read the charge to you from 
Webb, will you reccollect if that was the charge 
you received in lhe;first degree. 

Witness . — I presume I can. 

Mr. Simmons here read the following from Webb’s 
Monitor a book published to the world by Masons. 

Charge at initiation into the first Degree. 

Brother, As you are now introduced into the first 
principles of Masonry, I congratulate you on being 
accepted into this ancient and honorable order; an- 
cient as having subsisted from time immemorial; 
and honorable, as tending in every particular, so to 
render all men, who will be conformable to its pre- 
cepts. No institution was ever raised on a better 
principle, or more solid foundation; nor were ever 
more excellent rules and useful maxims laid down, 
£h&n are inculcated in the several masonic lectures. 
The greatest and best of men in all ages have been 
.encouragers and promoters of the art, and have 
never deemed it derogatory from their dignity to 
level themselves with the fraternity, extend their 
privileges, and patronise their assemblies. There 
are three great duties which, as a mason, you are 
charged to inculcate, to God, yQur neighbor, and 
yourself. To God, in never mentioning his name, 
but with that awe and reverence whieh is ever due 
from a creature to his creator; to implore his aid in 
all your laudable undertakings; and to esteem him 
as the chief good; — to yonr neighbor; in acting 
upon the square, and doing unto him as you wish he 
shonld do unto you: — and to yourself; in avoiding 
all irregularity and intemperance, which may im- 
pair your faculties, or debase the dignity of your 
profession. A zealous attachment to these duties 
will ensure public and private esteem. In the 
state, you are to be a quiet and peaceable subject, 
true to your government, and just to your country; 
ou are not to countenance disloyalty or. rebellion, 
ut patiently submit to legal authority, and conform 
with cheerfulness to the government of the country 
in which you live. In yoqr outward demeanor be 
particularly careful to avoid censure or reproach; 
and hewarfe of those who may artfully endeavor ; to 
insinuate themselves into your esteem, with a view 
to betrav your virtuous resolutions, or make you 
swerve from the principles of this institution. Let 
not jrour interest, favour, or prejudice, bias your in- 
tegrity or influence you to be guilty of a dishonor- 
able action ; but let your conduc.t and behaviour be 
regular and uniform, and your deportment suitable 
to the dignity of your profession. Although your 
frequent appearance at our regular meetings is 
earnestly solicited, yet it is not meant that masonry 
should interfere with yoyr necessary vocations; 
for these are on no account to be neglected, neither 
are you to suffer your zeal for the institution, to 
lead* you into disputes with those who, through 
ignorance, may ridicule it. At your leisure hours 
you are to study the liberal arts and sciences ; and 
that you may improve in masonic disquisitions, con* 
verse with well-informed brethren, who will be 
always as ready to give, as you will be to receive, 
instruction. Finally ; keep sacred and inviolable 
the mysteries of the order, as these are to distinguish 
you from the rest of the community, and mark your 
consequence among masons. If, in the circle of 
your acquaintance, you find a person desirous of 
being initiated into masonry, be particular by atten- 
tive not to recommend him, unless you are con- 
vinced he will conform to our rules ; that the honour, 
glory, and reputation of the institution may be firmly 
established and the world at large be convinced of 
its good effects ' 


After reading the charge from ebb’s Monitor, 
in the first dogree, Mr. Simmons inquired of the 
witness if that charge was delivered to him ? 

Witness. I think that was read to me, or the sub • 
stance ofit. 

Mr. Simmons. Did you consider it binding? 

Witness. I paid but little attention to it at the 
time. I knew it was printed, and I could read it at 
my leisure. 

Mr. Simmons. Did you consider the charge bind- 
ing oq you as a Mason ? 

Witness. A portion of it I considered binding on 
me before I was a Mason — so far as it enjoined mor- 
al obligations. 

Mr. Hazard. You paid but little attention to it, 
but considered it was binding on you as a Mason ? 

Witness. I do not recollect I had any distinct im- 
pression of the charge. I received it as advice in 
connexion with the oaths. My attention was more j 
particularly turned to what were called the secrets 
of Masonry, than to what I knew had been publish- 
ed, and could be examined another time. i 

Mr. Simmojts. Was a Lecture reacj toyou in the 
Fellow Craft’s degree ? 

Witness. I distinctly recollect receiving a charge 
ip that degree to be always ready to assist in seeing 
the laws and regulations of Masonry duly executed. 

Mr. Simmons then read the charge from Webb, 
ip thp Fellow Craft’s degree, p. 71, and also the 
charge in the Master Mason’s degree, from >Vebb, 
p. 75, as follow : — 

Charge at Initiation into the Second Dsgree. 

Brother, — Being advanced to the second degree 
of Masonry, we congratulate you on your prefer- 
ment. The internal, and not external qualifications 
of a man, are what masonry regards. As you in- 
crease in knowledge, you will improve in social in- 
tercourse. It is unnecessary to recapitulate the 
duties which, as a mason, you are bound to ‘dis- 
charge ; or enlarge on the necessity of a strict ad- 
herence to them, as your own experience must 
have established their value. Our laws and regu- 
lations you are strenuously to support ; and be al- 
ways ready to assist in seeing them duly executed. 
You are nqt fo palliate, or aggrayate the offences of 
your trethren ; but, in the decision of every tres- 
pass against our rules, you are to judge with can- 
dour, admonish with friendship, and reprehend with 
justice. The study of the liberal arts, that valua- 
ble branch of education, which tends so effectually 
to polish and adorn the mind, is earnestly recom- 
mended to your consideration ; especially the sci- 
ence of geometry, which is established as the basis 
of our art. Geometry or Masonry, originally sy- 
nonymous terms, being of a divine and moral nature, 
is enriched with the most useful knowledge ; while 
it proves the wonderful properties of nature, it de- 
monstrates the more important truths of morality. 
Your past behaviour and regular deportment have 
merited the honour which wo have now conferred ; 
and in your new character, it is expected that you 
will conform to the principles of the order, by steadi- 
ly persevering in the practice of every commenda- 
ble virtue. Such is the nature of your engagements 
as a fellow craft, and to these duties you, are bound 
by the most sacred ties* 

Charge at Initiation into the Third Degree. 

Brother — Your zeal for the Insitution of Mason- 
ry, the progress you have made in the mystery, and 
your stedfast conformity to our regulations, have 
pointed yon out as a proper object of our favor and 
esteem. You are now bound by duty, honor and 
gratitude, to be faithful to your trust, to support 
the dignity- oi your character on every occasion : 
and to enjoin by precept and example, obedience to 
the tenets of the Order. Exemplary conduct is 
expected from you, to convince the world, thafe 
merit is the title to our privileges, and that on you 
our favors are not undeservedly bestowed. In the 
character of a Master-Mason, you are authorised to 
correct tho errois and irregularities of your uniii- 
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formed 'brethren and to guard th3m against a breach 
of fidelity, and every allurement in vicious prac- 
tices. To preserve the reputation of the fraternity 
unsullied, must be your constant care ; and for this 
purpose, it is your province, to recommend to your 
inferiors, obedience, and submission : to your equals, 
courtesy and affability ; to your superiors, kindness 
and condescension. Universal benevolence you 
are always to inculcate ; and, by the regularity of 
your own behaviour, afford the best example for 
the conduct of others less informed. The ancient 
land-marks of the Order , entrusted to your care , 
you are carefully to preserve ; and while you cau- 
tion the inexperienced against a breach of fidelity ; 
never suffer them to be infringed , or countenance a 
deviation from the established usages and customs 
of the fraternity Your virtue, honor and reputa- 
tion, are concerned in supporting, with dignity, the 
respectable character you now bear. Let no mo- 
tive , therefore , make you swerve from your duty , 
violate your vows , or betray your trust, but be true 
and faithful, and imitate the example of that cele- 
brated artist , whom you this evening represent , 
Thus you will render yourself deserving of the hon- 
or which we have conferred, and merit the confi- 
dence that we have reposed . H 

The question which had been previously handed 
to the Chairman of the Committee was again writ- 
ten and handed to Mr. Sprague, one of the commit- 
tee, the first question having been torn up by 
the Chairman. Some conversation passed between 
Mr. Hazard and Mr. Sprague. 

Mr. Hazard. • It seems to be insisted on that this 
question must be pul;. What celebrated Artist is 
deferred to in the Master’s Charge just read to you 
whom you represented, and in what manner did you 
represent him, and has it any reference to the pen- 
alty ? 

Witness. It refers to Hiram Abiff, or Hiram the 
Widow’s Son, who was said to have been slain, for 
refusing to reveal the Master Mason’s Word, and 
whom the candidate is made to represent by being 
knocked down, and laid out as if he were dead, and 
is then brought to life. That is a part of the histo- 
ry of the degree as explained to me that evening, 
in connexion with the penalties of the three first 
degrees. 

Mr. Moses Richardson (Mason) here turned to 
another charge in Webb. / 

Mr. Hazard. Here is another charge, 1 read it 
to know if it was read to you. It i^ in Webb’s 
Monitor, page 99. 

You agree to be a good man and true, and strictly 
to obey the moral law. You agree to be a peacea- 
ble subject, and cheerfully to conform to the laws 
of the country in which you reside. You promise 
not to be concerned in plots and conspiracies against 
government, but patiently to submit to the decisions 
of the supreme legislature. You agree to pay a 
proper respect to the civil' magistrate, to work dili- 
gently, live creditably, and act honourably by all 
men. You agree to hold in veneration the original 
rulers and patrons of the order of masonry and their 
regular successors, supreme and subordinate accord- 
ing to their stations ; and to submit to the awards 
and resolutions of your brethren in general chapter 
convened, in every case consistent with the consti- 
tution of the order. You promise to respect genu- 
ine brethren, and to discountenande impostors, and 

* The above charges, upon which much stress was 
laid by Masons in this investigation, are given verbatim, 
(except a part of the first charge,) in Bernard’s Light on 
Masonry, pages 25, 52, and 74. In the account there 
given of the three first degrees, it is said, “ the following 
charge is, or ought to be delivered to the candidate, but 
he is generally told, “ it is in the Monitor and you can 
learn it at your leisure.” Thus it will be seen that Ma- 
sonry has had the credit of all the maxims conveyed in 
4 hose charges, from the time of the first disclosures of her 
derwionies and obfcjfatiovs, made hi this country. 


all dissenters from the original plan of masonry/ 
You agree to promote the general good of society, 
to cultivate the social virtues, and to propagate tho 
knowledge of the art. You promise to pay homage 
to the Grand Master tor the time being, and to his 
officers when duly installed ; and strictly to conform 
to every edict of the Grand Lodge, or General As- 
sembly of Masons, that is not subversive of the prm-' 
ciples and ground work of masonry. You admit 
that it is not in the power of any man, or body of 
men, to make innovation m the body of masonry- 

You promise a regular attendance on the com- 
mittees and communications of the Grand Lodge^ 
on receiving proper notice, and to pay attention to 
all the duties of masonr) , on convenient occasi on . 
You agree that no visitors shall be received into 
your Lodge without due examination, and produc- 
ing proper vouchers of their having been initiated 
in a regular lodge.” 

Witness. I do not recollect hearing that read to 
me. 

[The above charge is given to the Master of a, 
Lodge, on his installment as such, by the Grand 
Master, and not to individual members.] 

Mr s B. F. Hallett , here requested 1 the Commit-' 
•tee to notice the Masonic qualification given to the 
injunction to obey the civil laws. He referred 
Mr. Hazard to Dermott’s Ahirrmn Rezon ((he book 
of Constitutions so trghfly extolled by Deputy 
General Grand High Priest Poinsett, at h?s inaugu- 
ration in Washington ) On page 81 of that book/ 
the following qualification is given of the Masonic 
injunction to obey the civil Magistrate, which Mr. 
Hazard read. 

“Of old, kings, princes and states encouraged the' 
Fraternity for their loyalty, who ever flourished 
most in times of peace; but though a brother is not 
countenanced in his rebellion against the State, yet 
if convicted of No other crime, his relation 
to the Lodge remains indefeasible .” 

The same principle is fuily recognized in the fol- 
lowing extract from a book of- the highest Masonic 
authority in Rhode Island and Massachusetts. 

Section 11. Of Government and the Civil 
Magistrate. 

tl So that if a brother should be a rebel 
against the State, he i3 not to be counte- 
nanced in his rebellion, however he may be pitied 
as an unhappy man, and if convicted of no 
other crime, though tho loyal Brotherhood must 
and ought to disown his rebellion and give no um- 
brage or ground of political jealousy to the gov- 
ernment (or the time being, they cannot expel 
HIM FROM THE LoDGE, AN1\ HIS RELATldb TO 

it remains indefeasible.” — See Massachusetts 
Book of Constitutions, p. 166. Edited by Thad 
deus M. Harris, and published by the sanction of 
the Grand Lodge. 

So says James Hardie, in his Masonic Monitor, 
p. 163, of the distinct duties of r Mason as a citi- 
zen and a Mason. “ In civil government, he is to 
be firm in his allegiance, yit steadfast in defence 
of our (the Masonic,) la'ws, liberty, and eonslitu 
I tion .” 

Note. [It will thus be seen, that by the donstilutionfe* 
and the practices of Masonry, treason against thf. 
State, and the murder of a Mason who violates his 
oath, are not accounted crimes of sufficient magnitude j 
to authorize expulsion from a Lodge ! ! It well becomes' 
a Society, avowing and practising such principles, to 
talk of “submission to the civil magistrate, and reqiiir-' 
ing its members u to be true to their government, and 
just to their country,” when they have the full sanction of 
the Lodge to rebel against that government, and retain’ 
entire ftHlowship with Masonry. . It will also be seen by 
the above extract that the loyal brethren only are re-‘ 
quired to disavow the rebellion, but those who desire to’ 
be disloyal, are left at entire liberty to aid the traitor, ond\ 
join in his treason, without any censure from Masonry !]I 
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Mr, Hazard (after reading the extract from Dai 1 - 1 
ir.ott.) Yea I see bow it is. To the witness. Is 
this book of Constitutions by Laurence Dermott, | 
ealled the Ahiman Rezon a standard authority in 
the New England Lodges ? 

Witness. I have never known it Masonically to 
be a standard authority in the N. England Lodges. 
It is an authority highly respected by Masons. 

Mr, Hazard, Is the Free Mason’s Monitor by 
Thomas S. Webb, a standard authority among 
masons ? 

WUness, I understand it to be so, but supersed- 
ed, in some measure by the Chart of Jeremy L. 
Cross. 1 do not know Masonically that Cross is 
used in the Lodges. Webb and Cross are under- 
stood to be used by Masons as authority, indiscrimi- 
nately without preference. 

Jlfr. Simmons. When you speak of not knowing 
Ahiman Rezon, to be an authority, masonically, 
what do you mean ? 

Witness, I mean I never was informed as a Ma- 
son/ by a Mason, that it was such. 

Mr. Hazard. Here produced several newspa- 
pers and pamphlets. In the Providence American 
ef Sept 17, 1831, is an Address to the Grand Lodge 
ef Rhode Island signed Moses Thatcher. Were 
you the author of that Address ? 

Witness — after examining it 1 was. 

Mr. Hazard. Here is a pamphlet addressed te 
the Church of North Wrentham in 1829, published 
in Boston. Is that your* ?• 

Witness — Bt is. 

Mr. Hazard — Here are Letters addressed to a 
brother, in the Church on seceding from Masonry, 
signed Moses Thacher 1829. 

Witness — f published those letters; 

Mr. Hazard. In the American of Sept. 27, 1831, 
is a letter to you signed Caleb Sayles^taken from 
the Masonic Mirror. Have you seen that state- 
ment? 

Witness. I have seen it in the Masonic' Mittror, 
and I believe in the Microcosm. 

Jlfr. Hazard — 1 have alluded to these papers, Be- 
cause the Committee may wish to ask you some 
questions in explanation of these statements.. 

Witness. I will give the committee all the infor- 
mation in my power. 

Mr. Hazara, The testimony in this investiga- 
tion is of immense importance to every body. To 
the Masws themselves and to the community, it 
is the intention of the Committee to conduct the ex- 
amination so* that no one shall have cause to com- 
plain, and with that understanding it is desirable 
that no more questions should be suggested in writ- 
ing fgfr the Committee to put, than are absolutely 
necssary. 

Question by request. Are the statements of the 
ceremonies of imitation, &c. give in Barnard’s 
Light on Masonry, and Allyn’s Ritual, correct so 
far as you have taken the degrees ? 

Witness. They are substantially the same I 
have received and seen administered in Lodges. 1 
have been in the Lodge in Providence where I re- 
ceived the lower degrees, in St. Albans Lodge, 
Massachusetts, and once attended the Grand Lodge 
in Boston. The Lodges I hav* examined agree in 
their ceremonies and mode of working. 

I never attended the Chapter after I was initiat- 
ed in the Royal Arch degree. 

Question by request. Wasr the declaration that 
your oath waB not to interfere with your religion or 
politics made to you, previous to taking the Royal 
Arch oath. 

Witness. I have no recollection whether it was 
or was not used in that degree. 1 recollect it dis- 
tinctly in the first degree. 

Mr. Simmons. Did you have Morgan’s illustra- 
tions in your pocket or about you, when you went 
into the Lodge at Providence to take the degrees ? 


Witness. I had not. I had sasually teen Moiv 
gan’s book, after I was propounded, but on being 
assured by a Mason of good standing that it was 
not tru*, 1 paid but very little attention to it 

[The above question appeared to have been asked | 
by Mr. Simmons, at the verbal suggestion of one 
of the by-standers^who was a Mason. It being a 
quarter Before 2 o’clock, tbo Comtaittee adjourned. 

In the course of the examination this forenoon that 
part of Mr. Thacher’s testimony, as taken down by 
Mr. Haile, as far as the inquiry into the check de- 
gree, was read to witness by Mr. Haile, but no fa- 
ther.] 

Wednesday afternoon, Dec. 7. — The Comipitteo 
met at 3 o, clock, and resumed the examination of 
Mr. Thacher. 

[Mr. Hazard handed to Mr. Simmons a number 
;of interrogatories, in the hand writing of Thomas 
’ Rivers, Esq. a Mason. They were put as follow : 

Mr. Simmons. Were all the degrees conferred 
on you, on aceount of your profession, (as a cler- 
gyman) gratuitously? 

Witness. They were. I paid no fee for them. 

Mr. Simmons. Did you eves' consider yourself 
bound to favor a mason to the injury of others, in 
consequence of your masonic obligations ? 

Witness. I never considered myself so bound. 

Jlfr. Simmons. While a member of the Lodge,, 
did you know of any higher punishment being in- 
flicted, for a violation of Masonic obligation, than 
expulsion ? 

Witness. No ; nor had 1 any personal knowl- 
edge of any member having been'expelled. 

Mr. Simmons. Did you ever hear the question 
of higher penalties than expulsion discussed in the 
lodge ; if so, when and where, and under what 
circumstances ? 

Witness. Yes 1 did. In St. Albans Lodge, in 
Wrentham, the last time 1 was in the Lodge, this 
subject was talked about* The members present, 
who had. taken the higher degrees were silent on 
the subject, except one. Those of the lower de- 
crees expressed their opinions. They were vari- 

r 0U8. 

Jlfr. Simmons. At what time waB this ? 

Witness. The 13th of May, 1829, in St. Albans 
Lodge in Wrentham. 

[Witness here referred to a note he had of the 
transaction.] 

Mr. Simmons. Was it a' meeting of the Lodge ? 

• Witness, ft wai a regular Lodge meeting, Ido 
not know if there was a Tyler at the door. I think 
on reflection that Esquire Fiske,& high Mason, who 
was present, was the one wHo expressed an opin- I 
ion on the subject. The question was proposed in 
this form. In what 'light are Masonic penalties to 
be considered, not whether they had been inflicted, 
but in what light they were to be considered. 
There was no vote taken. 

Mr. Hazard. Did you not say just now, that you^ 
knew of no higher penalty than expulsion ? 

Witness. Personally I did not, nor was I ever 
present when any one was expelled. 1 have been, 
informed that I have been expelled myself. j 

Mr. Hazard. Who were present when this mat- j 
ter was talked about, and was it notaf ter the Lodge i 
was closed ? 

Witness. It was in open Lodge. There were 
present, Josiah J- Fiske,* Rev. Luther Wright, 
Anson Mann, Samuel Druce, Esq. and Asa Ware, 

Jr. Secretary, or acting as such. Others were^ 
present. 


* Mr. Fiske i§ the second member of the Honorable 
Council of the Stale of Massachusetts. He was chosen 
the present year, having the highest number of voles, 
while Russell Freeman, Esq. charged with the crime of 
opposition to the Masonic candidate for Congress from. 
Bristol District, was not re 'elected. 
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M r. Hazard .. That is sufficient. How was the 
subject introduced ? 

Witness. As a matter of discussion and inquiry. 
No motion was made. The sense of the Lodge 
was not taken. 

Mr. Hazard. Was any member of the Lodge 
present who expressed his opinion that the Lodge 
had power to inflict any penalty but expulsion ? 

Witness. No sir. 1 do not reeollect that the term 
expulsion was used at nil. The explanation was 
given by one member that the candidate swears 
that rather than reveal, he will suffer thus and so, 
according as the penalties read ; and I do not recol- 
lect that any other definite opinion was expressed. 
I did not understand it as the prevailing sentiment. 
No other explanation was given. [Witness here 
suggested to Mr. Haile, who was writing down the 
substance of his answers, that he wished to be. un- 
derstood as saying that the Mason referred to, who 
explained the penalty, said, that rather than reve&l 
Masonic secrets he would suffer his penalties, so 
and so.] 

Mr. Simmons here resumed the standing inter- 
rogatories. While a Mason did you ever give your 
vote for a Mason, on account of his being such? 

Witness. 1 did not, nor do I remember if I ever 
was placed in that situation. I do not know any 
clause in the Masonic obligations 1 have taken 
that literally obliged me to vote for a Mason. 

Mr. Simmons proposed the following, by request 
®f Mr. Rivers. 

b Did you ever know a political question to be 
discussed in a Lodge, or a nomination for a politi- 
cal office to be made there ? 

Witness. 1 did not. 

Question. Did you ever know a public officer to 
release or discharge a person accused of crime, 
hpon making himself known as a Mason ? 

Witness. I never did, of my own personal 
knowledge. I suppose this question has reference 
to my personal knowledge of the fact. Otherwise 
I should state differently. 1 

Question. At the time of taking the oaths, did 
you consider that there was any thing in them in- 
consistent with your civil duties ? 

Witness. After I had examined the oaths, I be- 
came satisfied that 1 could not conform to them 
literally, without violating my duty as a citizen. 

Mr. Simmons. What, at the time you took 
them ? 

Witness. 1 have previously stated the circum- 
stances under which the oaths were received, and 
have said 1 had not the means to consider them 
properly. 

Mr. Simmons. How long after did you make this 
discovery ? 

Witness. Sometime after, I cannot state precise- 
ly, circumstances led to my examining the oaths, 
and after giving the subject a thorough investiga- 
tion 1 came to the deliberate conclusion that they 
would interfere with my civil and religious duties. 

Mr. Simmons. How many degress had you taken 
before you came to that conclusion ? 

Witness. I formed this conclusion^ after 1 had ta- 
ken all the degrees I ever took. 1 had never thor- 
oughly examined the subject before, and relied up- 
on the fact that conscientious men had taken these 
oaths before me. 

Mr. Hazard. Will you explain for what reason 
you considered these oaths to conflict with your 
civil and religious duties ? 

Witness. 1 supposed that the oaths were in them- 
selves unlawful, and so far I understood them as 
conflicting with my religious duties. I considered 
that I had no moral right to bind myself under a 
barbarous penalty to keep such secrets as those of 
Masonry. I supposed too that my Masonic o4thS 
might in certain circumstances conflict with a ju- 
dicial oath, particularly in regard to that part of 
the oath where the candidate swears to keep a Ma- 
son's secrets, murder and treason only excepted, 


and these left to his election. If brought upon the 
stand as a witness in a Court,* 1 might be called 
upon to testify against a brother, under my civil 
oath, where I had sworn Masonically not to testify, 
and where my Masonic oath expressly bound me 
not to testify. Also that part of the oath which 
bound me as a Mason to warn a brother Mason of 
all approaching danger, if in ray power. He might 
be in danger of being arrested as a thie f, and my 
Masonic oatii would bind me to warn him of the 
approaching danger, so that he might escape. 

£A question was here handed to Mr. Simmons, 
whether the Master of the Lodge explained these 
oaths at the time they were given, or any other. 

Mr. Hazard. Can you point to that part of your 
Masonic oath which is intended for the purpose of 
screening a thief from justice, or may be used for 
that purpose^ 

Witness. I have reference to the clause I have 
repeated in the Master Mason’s oath. 

Mr. Hazard. What part of it. 

Witness. This part, “ I furthermore promise and 
swear that I will not speak evil of a brother Master 
Mason, neither behind his back nor .before his face, 
but will apprise him of all approaching danger , if 
in my power.*' I consider the plain import ahd 
meaning of that oath, would bind me to aid a brother 
Mason to escape from justice or screen him from 
punishment, if I could do so by warning him of his 
danger. 

Mr. Hazard. You say your Masonic oath would 
oblige you to aid a Mason to escape from justice. — 
Am I also to understand you to mean that y our Ma- 
sonic oath would bind you to conceal any crime 
a brother Mason should communicate to you? 

Witness. In the Master Mason’s oath murder and 
treason are the only crimes excluded, which I un- 
derstand to include all others. 

Jlfr. Hazard. That is true. All crimes less than 
murder and treason are certainly included by that 
phraseology. That is true. It should be so stated — 
turning to Mr. Haile. 

Witness. Another part of the obligation J had in 
my mind "was, that I will not give the grand hailing 
sign of distress unless I am in real distress, and 
should I see that sign given, or hear the wofds ac- 
companying it, I will fly to the relief of the person 
making that sigh or uttering the words, if there is a 
greater probability of saving his life than loosing 
my own. If I were on a jury and the criminal on 
trial should make that sign, it would be in my pow- 
er to afford him relief, and my Masonic oath would 
literally bind me to do so by preventing a verdict, or 
using my influence to cause a verdict in his favor. 
[It wa^ here remarked to Mr. Haile (the Scribe of 
the Committee) by a by-stander that he had not. 
written down Mr. Thacher’s explanation. The wit- 
ness, on hearing Mr. Haile’s note read on this point, 
said that was not as he stated it. Mr. Haile finally 
wrote ft down in this form, •* by pteventing a ver- 
dict or influencing others to give a verdict in his fa- 
vor.” 

Witness :— My meaning is that if I was a juror, 
and a biother Mason on triaf should give the Grand 
bailing sign of distress, my Masonic oath would re- 
quire me to answer him, and afford him relief it it 
were in my power. 

[T. Rivers, Esq.* (Mason) here presented a ques- 
tion, which Mr. Hazard looked at, observing it is 
the same thing he has said before. He however 
put the question, the purport of which was to in- 
quire whether he received his Masonic oaths as lit- 
erally binding.] 

Witness . — I did receive them under their literal 
construction, as far as I understood them, and I know 
of no other standard by which to construe thc^n ex- 
cept by their plain import, in the same manner I do 
the civil Oath I have taken to day, literally to tell 
the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth. 

Mr. Hazard. If you had been appointed a judge of a 
court while you were a Masou, or drawn on a jury 
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in try a case between a Mason and one not a Ma- 
*on, should you have considered, or do you now 
consider, that there is any oath that would require 
yon as a judge or a juror, to favor a mason to the 
injury of one not a mason ? 

Witness. I do not consider there is any oath 
•that would bind me so to act, because I would not 
so be bound; but if 1 were to receive th$ oath, and 
.were to construe it in the same manner I have the 
oath you have administered to me as a witness, I 
should be required so to act if called upon mason- 
ically. 

Mr. Hazard. Did you so consider it when you 
took it. 

Witness. I did when I examined the oaths, and 
/or that reason 1 renounced them, because I found 
that I must either conform to them, if required, and 
violate my ciyil duties, or violate my masonic oath 
if I complied with my civil oath. 

. [A question was here handed to Mr. Hazard from 
Masons. , Mr. H. said, it comes back to the same 
thing he has answered before. Mr. Haile said, 
that is tally explained before, and he then read to 
the witness what he had taken down on that point.] 

Mr. Hazard. Did you ever know any instance 
of a masonic judge or juror or Sheriff, or other offi- 
cer, practicing upon that iniquitious construction 
of Masonic oaths, which binds him to favor a mason 
to the injury of one not a Mason, or to screen him 
ftcim justice ? 

Witness. No such transaction ever passed under 
my personal knowledge. There are many things 
which l have been informed of, and have good evi- 
dence to believe, bat 1 presume the inquiry is made 
in reference to my personal knowledge. 

Mr. Hazard. Did you ever know the Grand 
hailing sign of distress to be given under trial, to a 
jud<re, juror or sheriff ? 

Witness. I never did. I do not know that I have 
been in a Court of Justice, since I was a mason, 
when there was a trial between a Mason and one 
not a Mason. 

Mr. SimmoTis. One of the Committee (Mr. 
Sprague) wishes this question to be put : Did you 
ever hear the oaths, at any time, explained to you 
masonically, to mean any thing other than what 
their terms import ? [This question had been pre- 
viously handed to Mr. Simmons, and laid aside.] 

\y itness. i never heard them explained in any 
way. They are administered literally, and there 
left. 

Mr. Simmons. You said you had charges deliv- 
ered to you, and did you not consider them bind- 
ing ? Here is one, u you agree to be a good man, 
and true, and strictly to obey the moral law.” 

Whitness. To what degree does that appertain ? 

Mr. Simmons. . Mark Masters, I believe. 

[This charge is not given in any degree, but to 
the Master of a Lodge, on his installation ] 

Witness. I have no recollection of haying it giv- 
en to me. 

Mr. Moses Richardson — (a Mason) I ought to 
know something about it. That was given to me. 

[The Masonic Chart by Jeremy L. Cross, Grand 
Lecturer, was here handed to Mr. Hazard with a 
request that he would ask an explanation of the 
symbol on page 33, which represents God appear- 
ing to Moses in the burning bush. Mr. H. handed 
ihe book to the \yitness.and asked what that meant.] 

Wnness. It represents one of the ceremonies as 
performed when I received tlje Royal Arph degree. 
The candidate is lead round the chapter blind fold- 
ed, ami a passage of scripture is read. “ Now 
Moses kept the flock of Jethro his father in-law, the 
priest of Midian ; And the angel of the Lord ap- 
peared unto him in a flamp of fire, out of the midst 
of the bhsh ; and he looked and behold the bush 
burned with fire, and the bush was riot consumed.” 
The bandage is then removed from the eyes of the 
candidate., and ho sees a representation similar to 
fliis, (in Cross’s Chart ) When I saw it a bush was 


prepared, so that it was made to blaze up, without 
burning the bush. A person who is made to repre- 
sent the Deity, stepped behind the bush, and called 
out “ Moses, Moses.” The conductor of the can- 
didate answers Here am I.” The person behind 
the bush, says, “ draw not nigh* hither: put off 
thy shoes from off thy feet, [the candidate's shoes 
are here taken off] for the place whereon thou 
Standest is holy ground. I am the God of thy fa- 
thers, the God of Abraham, the God of Isaac, and 
the God of Jacob.” The bandage is then put over 
the eyes ofthe candidate, and the person says, “And 
Moses hid his face, for he was afraid to look upon 
God.” 

[Mr. Hazard here turned to Allyn’s Ritual, p. 
148, and read a part of the description of this cere- 
mony. Witness said he believed it was accurately 
described in that book. Mr. Haile had not written 
down any of this description. Mr. Hallett reques? 
ted that it might be made a part of the deposition. 
He said, we consider it as a blasphemous exhibition 
degrading the character of the Deity, and therefore 
wish it may he known to the General Assembly 
that Masonic bodies are guilty of such practices.] 

Mr. Hazard. Very well ; but is there any way 
we can get it before the General Assembly. We 
can’t make these books a part of the deposition ? It 
was replied that the books could easily be referred 
to, and could beproduced jn the Assembly, if ne- 
cessary. 

Mr. Hazard. Are these emblems in the Mason- 
ic Chart of Cross^ correctly explained in Allyn'g 
Ritual ? The witness examined both, and said they 
appeared to him to be substantially a delineation and 
explanation of th.e ceremony he had witnessed, as 
described in Chart, p. 33, and Allyn p. 148. I wit- 
nessed the exhibition in bt. John a Chapter, Provi r 
dence, as described in Allyn, when I was admitted 
to the Royal Arch degree, except being requested 
to kneel, which I do not recollect. The other parts 
I do recollect. 

flfr. Simmons. How long did you continue a 
member of a Lodge or Chapter? 

Witnces. 1 am unable to say how long 1 was 
considered as a Mason. I believe about two years. 

Mr. Hazard here observed, that this was an inves- 
tigation Instituted for the information of the Gen- 
eral Assembly. It was important to understand 
the circumstances and feelings under which the 
witnesses testified,' and the committee were bound 
to inquire into those facts. He had prepared some 
questions, himself, with this view, and the rest of 
the committee could prepare what they pleased. — 
He then proceeded to read the following interro- 
gatories. 

1, Before the several oaths were administered to 
you, did you take all the means in you power tq 
ascertain whether an oath would be administered, 
and what you would be required to swear to ? 

I made no inquiries into the nature of the oaths, 
nor did I understand I could be permitted to do so. 
The Master of the Lodge said they would not in- 
terfere with my religion or politics. The oaths in 
the three first degrees were administered to me in 
one night. I had no understanding in regard to the 
oaths, at the time they were administered. 

Mr. Hazard. Did you not know that an oath 
would be administered ? 

Witness. It did not occur to me before I was in- 
rod uced to the Lodge, whether an oath would bet 
required* I ray this in reference to the first decree. 
1 afterwards inferred that ah oath yvould be adminis- 
tered in all subsequent degrees. 

2d. Interrogatory. When taking the oaths did 
you striptly attend to them, and endeavor to compre- 
hend their meaning, and what were the obligations 
you were subjecting yourself to ? 

Witness. I did, as fully as tho circumstances un- 
der which they were administered would admit. — 
It required an effort, situated as I was, to reoea| 
thwra alter the Master. s 
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3d. Interrogatory . Did you at the time when 
vou had taken the oaths, think you understood 
fhem? Did you immediately make any inquiry to 
learn how they were understood ? 

Witness. 1 did not suppose that I understood the 
oaths. 1 did not at that time for this reason, that l 
had no [Mr. Hazard — let him get that down], that I 
had no opportunity for reflection, and was sensible 
it would take considerable time to render the oaths 
familiar. When I left the Lodge I did not immedi- 
ately reflect much on the meaning of the oaths 1 
had taken. 

Mr. Hazard. Had you any doubts, and did you 
make any inquiry ? 

Witness. I had some doubts, and I conversed 
with a Master Mason relative to some clauses in 
the oath. 1 took it for granted, without understand- 
ing the oaths, that they must be harmless. 

Mr. Hazard. How ? From the fact that men 
of principle had taken them before me and from the 
assurance ot the Master that it would not interfere 
with my religion or politics, and 1 did not turn my 
attention to them particularly for some months af- 
ter. 

Mr. Hazard. On what particular account did 
you do so ? 

Witness. Th<? circumstances that led me piore 
particularly to examine the subject were the intelli- 
gence received from the West respecting the Mor- 
gan outrage, and the disclosures at Le Roy of se- 
ceding Masons, at the meeting held there in the 
summer of 1828 [July 4th and' 5th, 1828.] 

Mr. Hazard. Upon having then reconsidered 
I ho oaths, did you immediately announce to the 
Lodge that you were dissatisfied and should secede? 

Witness. I did not. I proceeded to examine 
the subject, but did not announce my intention till 
1S29, when I delivered an address on the subject. — 
1 had some scruples in regard to the oaths, before I 
was aware they were so exceptionable, but did not 
communicate my views, until I proceeded thorough- 
ly to examine them. I then stated to the Lodge 
the principal reasons 1 had at that time in my mind, 
why I wished to withdraw. 

4*4 Interrogatory. Did you reflect after taking 
each oath upon the nature and extent and force of 
it, and if you had any objections, did you state 
those objections to the Lodge ? 

Witness. That question I have already answer- 
ed. Mr. Hazard assented. 

5 tk Interrogatory. Was it your understanding 
when you took the oaths, that thereby ,as far as was 
in your power, you gave jurisdiction to the Lodge, 
to execute upon you the penalties, or to take your life 
in the maimer described in the penalties, and did 
you consider that you shared in the same power and 
jurisdiction with the Lodge, oyer others ? 

Witness. When 1 took <the oaths I did not so 
consider them, for as 1 have before stated, I had no 
opportunity to form a correct conclusion, but when 
1 took the subject seriously into consideration, I 
qprtainly came to that conclusion. 

Mr. Hazard. But did you when you took the 
oath consider you gave jurisdiction to ‘the Lodge 
over your life ? 

Witness. I say no, in the form the question is 
put to me. The circumstances under which the 
oaths arc given, render it iihpossible to understand 
them at the time, but when I came to give my at- 
tention to a consideration of the oaths, 1 received 
that impression of their import. 

Mr. Hazard. You have said that no man can 
understand the oath wheffhe^takes it. 1 should 
think sojtoo. 

Mr Haile , I understand Mr. Thacher to say he 
did not then consider when he took the oath, that 
he gave jurisdiction to the Lodge to inflict the pen- 
alty, because he had not time to consider the oaths, 
but when he did examine (hem, he came to that 
conclusion. 

f tyr. Hazard. And because it was not until come 


time after, he gave attention to the import of tho 
oaths as expressed. 

witness. That is correct, as I have before stat- 
)ed. The circumstances under which the oaths are 
administered, render it impossible for the candidate 
to take the real sense of them without further re- 
flection. 

6*4 Interrogatory. What do you consider the 
secrets or mysteries of Masonry to be ? Do you 
know of any others than those disclosed in Bernard 
and Allyn ? 

Witness. I consider that those, works contain all 
the secrets to the 7th degree inclusive, so far as 1 
was instructed. 1 know of no others that aie called 
Masonic secrets. 

1th Interrogatory. Are the Constitutions and 
By-Laws of Lodges printed and published? 

Witness. The Book of Constitutions so called 
is published. There is also a Charter which each 
Lodge holds from the Grand Lodge, and each 
Chapter from the Grand Chapter. I never saw 
them published. The Charter in St. Alban’s 
Lodge is engrossed on parchment, and the By- 
Laws are in writing, and were read at stated times 
I know of no other By-laws in any other Lodge. 

Mr. Hazard. When you were initiated hers, 
did you not sign the By-laws ? 

Witness. 1 do not recollect writing my name. 

8*4 Interrogatory. Do you know of any other 
oath or obligation up to the 7lh degree, except those 
you have specified ? 

Witness. I know of none. 

9*4 Interrogatory. Did you understand the oaths 
you had taken were in conflict with your civil and 
religious duties ? 

Witness. That question I have answered before. 

Mr. Hazard. You say in your address to the 
Grdlnd Lodge of Rhode Island, “ that you had 4 
conversation, just before you joined the Lodge, 
with an intelligent Mason in Providence, concern- 
ing reports from the West, who assured you that it 
was nothing but a political manceuvre, and that 
there was nothing of Masonry in Morgan’s Illustra- 
tions.” Who was that gentleman ? 

Witness. Is it necessary for me to answer that 
question ? 

Mr. Hazard. It is. 

Witness. My only objection arises from personal 
feeling. 

Mr. Hazard. There need be none. You are 
called upon under your oath. 

Mr. Moses Richardson , who was standing near 
the table, said, There is none on my part. 

Witness. I had that conversation with Major 
Moses Richardson, my uncle, who stands before 
me, and from whom I received those assurances 
and was perfectly satisfied with them at the time. 
[It should here be observed, that the remark made 
by Mr. Richardson, before the name of the individ- 
ual with whom Mr. Thacher held the conversation 
had been mentioned by any one, furnishes conclu- 
sive evidence that Mr. Richardson knew of that 
conversation, and anticipated that Mr. Thacher 
would name him.] 

Mr. Hazard. You also say in that address that 
on coming out of the Lodge, you expressed your 
surprise to some one that you’had received three 
degrees in one night, and that he replied you could 
not have got off very well without. Said they did not 
formerly give but one in an evening, but since the 
Morgan book came out, the Grand Lodge l^ad issu- 
ed a dispensation to all its subordinate Lodges, that 
they khould not confer the first degree, without the 
second and third the same evening. Who was that 
person ? 

Witness. My cousin Wm. E. Cutting, of Prov- 
idence. 

11*4 Interrogatory. In that same address you 
say, “Masons of high standing in Lodge and Chap- 
ter have repeatedly declared that if Morgan was 
put to death, he b^d mot his deserved fate, and had 
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paid bo more than the life he had forfeited by the 
infraction of his Masonic vows.” All men must 
consider that you should not have made so heavy a 
charge as this, of a justification of murder by your 
fellow citizens unless you were fully warranted in 
it. It 4 a very important charge. 

Witness . 1 stated that, 'as one of the considera- 

tions which brought me to the conclusion that it was 
a principle in Masonry that the violator of Masonic 
oaths ought to suffer death. 1 stated it from what 
1 had heard from others, and believed, as I consid- 
ered, on sufficient authority. .1 did not say I had 
heard it myself. 

'Mr. Hazard . You made that assertion then on 
information from others, upon whom you thought 
you could depend ? 

Witness. I stated it on the ground I should any 
other historical fact I believed. 

Mr. Hazard. Who were these persons from 
whom you derived this information ? 

Witness. Mr. Warren, a clergyman of Plymouth, 
Mass, told me he bad beard the High Priest of a 
Chapter express an opinion that Morgan had met 
his deserved fate. He did not give the name of the 
High Priest. 

Mr. Haile Was Mr. Warreijf a Mason, or a se- 
ceder ? 

Witness. He said be was a Mason. I never sat 
in a Lodge with him. He is now a seceding Ma- 
son. He was not so considered at the time he told 
me this fact. I had no knowledge of his being a 
seceder at that time. 

Mr. Hazard. Do you recollect any other per- 
son ? 

Witness. I have heard it spoken of by others, 
whose names do not now occur to me, and I have 
eeen evidence of such opinions having been 
avowed by Masons, sufficient to satisfy my mind. 

Mr. Hazard. Had you reference to what this Mr. 
Warren had said, in your address ? ,> 

Witness . I had, and also to publications from 
the West, and other statements in newspapers, that 
$lasons had made use of similar expressions. 

12 th Interrogatory by Mr r Hazard. In your Ad- 
dress to the Grand Lodge of R. I. you state a con- 
versation with a Mr. Sayles respecting the alleged 
murder of a man who illegally made a Mason, some 
years ago, in or near Providence. The conversa- 
tion alluded to is stated in Mr. Thacher's address, 
thus : 

In the summer or autumn of 1828, a Mr. 
Sayles, a gentleman of high standing in the masonic 
fraternity, who is considered what is technically 
called a ‘bright mason/ riding with me on my er- 
turn from St. Alban’s lodge in Wrentham, related, 
substantially, the following circumstances : — A 
member of the masonic institution, some years since, 
whom I will call A. B., and lyho lived in one of the 
back towns of Rhode Island, took C. D. and made 
him a mason, as the masons would say, “ illegally 
giving him such instructions that he “worked him- 
self into a lodge.” C. D. retained this illegal stand- 
ing for some time, and rendered himself so familiar 
with the ‘work/ that he obtained an office, 1 think 
that of jqnioror senior warden. By and bye, how- 
ever, it ‘leaked out’ that C. D. had been made a 
mason illegally, and by whom ; when the lodge 
‘made him over again/ and he was suffered to re- 
tain his standing with the fraternity. Soon after 
this, A. B. who had thus violated his masonic obli- 
gations, happened to be in Providence at the time 
the grand lodge was in session, which summoned 
him to appear before them. A. B. obeyed the sum- 
mon, and was by the grand lodge ‘put out of the 
way/ so secretly, that his friends thought he had 
absconded, and this was the general report. The 
manner in which this last act was conducted, I un- 
derstood Mr. Sayles to be this : The grand lodge 
appointed certain resolute masons to act as execu- 
tioners, who inflicted upon A. B. the penalty of his 
obligation, and consigned bis body down the river. 


The narrator of these circumstannesj expressed bis 
regret that the ‘Morgan affair’ had not beep con- 
ducted as secretly , and thereby prevented all this 
noise and commotion. 

Mr. Hazard inquired if this was correct ? 

Witness. The conversation was in substance as 
there stated. I related it, not as any thing I knew 
myself, but as a conversation I heard. I stated it 
deliberately to the bestot my recollection. 

13 th Interrogatory . You say you have s«en 
Caleb Sayles’ address, purporting to be a denial of 
your statement, in some material particulars. Did 
you address Mr. Sayles on this subject, or have any 
explanation with him. 

W itnees. I never addressed Mr. Sayles on this 
subject, except through the medium of the press. 

Mr. Hazard. You say that Mr. Sayles com- 
municated this circumstance 1 to other persons be- 
sides yourself ; did you ever have any conversation 
with those persons ? 

Witness. I did not confer with them, after Mr. 
Sayles came out with his reply. I conversed with 
them sometime before. One of them is a Physician, 
Dr. Wml W. Pride, and has removed to Gibson, 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Hazard. Well, wherever he is, we will have 
that man’s deposition. 

Witness. Rev. Luther Wright was the other 
1 particularly referred to. He now resides in Hol- 
lislon, Mass. 

Mr. Hazard . Were these persons Masons ? 

Witness. Yes, 

Mr. Hazard. At what time did you converse 
with them ? 

Witness . The Conversation with Dr. Pride was 
in the Summer or Autumn of 1828, and with the 
others subsequently. 

. 14 th Interrogatory. Did you immediately after 
your conversation with Sayles, communicate* what 
you had heard him say to the Grand Lodge, and 
did you make any enquiries of them, in relation to 
this transaction ? 

Witness. I did not. I do not know that I was 
acquainted with any member of the Grand Lodge, 
except Moses Richardson. 

Mr. Hazard. Did you place any reliance on the 
account Sayles had given you ? 

Witness. I did. 

Mr. Hazard. How long did you continue a 
' Mason after this ? 

Witness. Perhaps four or five months after. I 
dissolved my connexion with the Institution pub- 
licly iu May. I am unable to state the precise time 
of the con versation with Mr. Sayles. 

T5 th Interrogatory . You have stated that the 
Royal Arch Oath taken by you, did not contain the 
exception in the clause as given in the Master Ma-. 
son’s oath, requiring you to keep the secret of a 
brother, murder and treason excepted, and that at 
your election. This exception being omitted in the 
Royal Arch oath, did you construe it you were to 
keep all secrets, including murder and treason ? — • 
Did you of course construe that oath that you had 
not the privilege of any exception ? 

Witness . That was my impression and inference 
when I came to consider the oath. At the time of 
taking it, I had no distinct understanding or opinion. 
There were several circumstances that* led me to 
an examination. One was that it was stated to me 
by a Royal Arch Mason, that the oath was adminis- 
tered to him as it is given in the disclosures by the 
Le Roy Convention, murder and treason not ex- 
cepted. I was satisfied 1 had not taken it in that 
language, but on subsequent examination I con 
sidered that the oath as l had taken it, required the 
concealment of murder and treason. 

Witness here objected to the language Mr. Haile 
(the Scribe of the Committee) had used iu putting 
down his answers. Mr. H. then wrote it over 
again in this form. At the time the oath was ad 
ministered to me I had no distinct impression or 
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opinion, but on subsequent examination I supposed 
that the literal expression of the oath required the 
concealment of murder and treason'. 

Witness. The word construction would be pre- 
ferable to expression. Mr. Haile then added it so as 
to read expression and construction. 

[This and similar occurrences are noted, to show 
the difficulty the witnesses against Masonry found 
in having their answers put down in their own lan- 
guage.] 

l&A Interrogatory. Were you called before an 
Ecclesiastical Council on account of excluding Ma- 
sons from your Church ? 

Witness. I never was called before an Ecclesi- 
astical Council on that or any other account. 

Mr. Hazard. I ask did yon exclude some of your 
Society from your communion, who were masons ? 

Witness. So Sir, I had no power to exclude. A 
dissatisfaction arose in the Church. The offender 
was a mason. The Masonic part of the Church 
favored him, or joined with him. It was a matter 
of Church discipline, but I have no objection to 
stating the particulars if it is desired. 

Mr. Hazard. Every thing that goes to show the 
feelings under which the witness testifies is impor- 
tant. The inquiry is made without intending any 
impeachment of your conduct. 

Witness. The circumstances alluded to was a 
case of Church discipline. A member of the 
Church, who was a Mason, was dealt with and tri- 
ed before the Church upon three charges. They 
were not brought by me, but fby a brother in the 
Church. 

Mr. Hazard. What were they. 

Witness. One was for abuse of me in my family. 
It related to Masonry, and was abuse of me on that 
account, in the presence of my family. 

Mr. Hazard. What were the other two charges ? 

Witness. One was for assisting in preparing and 
publishing a report of St. Albah’s Lodge, which ! 
was considered slanderous. The other was for be- 
coming angry in Church meeting, and uttering 
there improper and contemptuous language. 

Mr. Hazard. That was actually a Church trial 
of strength between Masons and Antimasons. — 
What was the result ? 

Witness. He was tried and found guilty by 
a small majority of the Church, on two of the char- 

f es, and to the other he plead guilty. I would state 
ere, that if it is necessary for the Committee to 
go into a case of Church discipline in my Church, 
there is a pamphlet published, which contains a full 
statement of the transaction. 

Mr. Hazard. We have nothing to do with your 
Church discipline. My object is to ascertain wheth- 
er there has been a Masonic quarrel in your Church, 
that would have an effect upon the feelingB under 
which the witness would testify. 

Witness .• The offence related to Masonry, but 
the same offences, in reference to any other matter, 
would have been examined. 

Mr. Hazard. I don't pretend to judge which 
party was right. # Whether your party was right or 
not, it may have impressed you with feelings that 
may have some bearing at this time. 

W itness. The Church of which I am pastor have 
published the proceedings in this case in full, which 
the committee can examine, if they please. 

Mr. Hazard . What took place after he wae 
found guilty ? 

Witness. He requested an Ecclesiastical Coun. 
cil. He was not- excommunicated, but required to 
make an apology ; he had plead guilty to the charge 
of becoming angry and using improper language in 
Church meeting. The Church, however, complied 
with his demand for an Ecclesiastical Council. 

Mr. Hazard. What was the result. 

Witness . It would take half an hour to state it 
fully. Both parties have published their account of 
the proceedings. The committee, I presume have 
•ue on the other side. U it is not material, I should 


a tittle rather not go inte this subject, lest I might 
do the Church an injury by not stating (he matter 
correctly. ' 

[The witness alluded tb a pamphlet which had 
been handed to Mr. Hazard, by Moses Richardson, 
a mason, at whose suggestion Mr. Hazard appeared 
to have gone into this examination of matters of 
Church discipline.] 

Mr. Hazard. Well, let us know the result. 

Witness. The result was, that he was required 
by the Council to make an apology, with which the 
Church could not be satisfied, and they regarded it 
as virtually an acquittal. If the committee will 
listen to it, I am perfectly willing to go over thie 
whole case, * though it relates exclusively to a mat- 
ter of Church discipline. The only objection I have 
to stating it in this form is, that unless the whole 
ground is gone over, it may leave a wrong impres- 
sion. 

Mr. Simmons inquired if all this controvefsy was 
published on both sides ? 

Witness. Yes, but I perceive you have nothing 
there on our side. [Referring to Mr. Hazard’s 
pamphlets.] 

Mr. Hazard , Will you furnish me with it ? 

Witness. I will with all my heart, when I get 
home. 

Mr. Hazard. Hid this lead to a division in the 
. Chureh between Masons and Antimasons ? 

Witness. Those who went with me, were none 
of them Masons. Those that went with the mem- 
ber were p&rt Masons and part not. 

[In the course of this examination, there was s 
pretty clear indication of disapprobation from the 
spectators, at this inquiry into a matter of Churcb 
discipline. Mr. Hazard saw it, and said] — Now Mr* 
Thacher, as to this, I did not intend to go at all into 
the subject. There shall be no use made of thqj 
trial by the Committee, 1 assure you, to prejudice 
you or your Church in any way ; but I should be 
obliged to you if you wifi furnish me with tho 
statement on your side. 

Witness. I will, sir, with pleasure. 

Mr. Hazard here had some conversation with tHff 
re3t of the Committee. He then said, that be wae» 
willing for one, to strike out of the deposition all 
that part relating to this affair in the Church. Th& 
Witness said he had no objection to its being either 
retained or stricken out. Mr. Hazard then directed 
Mr. Haile to erase all from and after the Itith Inter- 
rogatory. 

[A few days after the examination, Mr. Thacher 
forwarded to a friend, the pamphlet referred to by 
Mr. Hazard, and it was placed in his hands. A re£ 
erenee to Mr. Hazard’s report, will show the very 
special pains he took to procure every thing ho' 
could, connected with Mr. Thacher, in his private or 
ministerial relations, in order, if possible, to dis- 
credit his testimony against Masonry. Mr. Hazard 
after the examination, avowed his hostility to Mr. 
Thacher, and his determination to serve him up in 
his report, though professing great candor and re- 
spect, while he was before the Committee. Avery 
considerable porlidtr of that report, as presented ta 
the General Assembly, was dfevoted to a personal 
attack upon Mr. Thacher. These facts are not un- 
important in forming a fair opinion of the proceed- 
ings of the Committee, especially the Chairman.] 

17 th Interrogatory. Before you made your ad- 
dress to the Church, and communicated your in- 
tention to secede from Masonryv, had it been inti- 
mated to you that it was expected of you to secede ? 

Witness. No, sir, I did it of my own accord. — 
The members of the Church did not intimate to me 
that they expected or wished me to secede, nor was 
it intimated or expected, to my knowledge. 

Mr. Hazard. You are desirous of giving the 
oaths accurately, and here is one part I suppose is 
considered material. Furthermore, I promise and 
swear, that if any part of my obligation is omitted 
, i» this time, I will bold myself amenable, whenever 
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informed. 

Witness . t have no recollection of that clause in 
the oath administered to me. 

Mr. Mo£«£ Richardson , [who has held some of 
the highest Masonic offices in Rhode Island, and 
was a delegate from that Grand Chapter to the Gen- 
eral Grand Chapter which assembled in New York 
in 1826, just about the time of Morgat/s abduction,] 
here addressed the Committee verbally, and said 
that as his namO had been mentioned by the wit- 
ness, ho asked the liberty to ask him a few ques- 
tions, without writing them. 

Mr. Hazard . Our rule has been that if any 
citizen has questions to ask, he should do it in writ- 
ing. Mr. Richardson considers his case different, 
as he has been personally alluded to. 1 have no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. Haile. I have none. 

Mr. Hazard , to the Witness. Did Mr. Sayles 
mention the name o( the person who made a mason 
illegally in one ot the back towns in Rhode Island ? 

Witness. He did not. 

Mr. Hazard directed Mr. Haile to go back and 
put that answer in its proper place. 

Mr. Moses Richardson here commenced asking a 
question, relative to the number of times witness 
had stated his conversation with Sayles. 

Mr! Hazard interrupted him. He considered it 
improper for a bystander to put a question verbally. 
The witness had referred to many persons, and if 
they were admitted to come and question the wit- 
ness, they would take the examination out of the 
hands of the Committee. He was perfectly willing 
on his own part, but there was a propriety which 
must be observed. If Mr. Richardson wishes to 
state any thing, he can become a witness, or present 
it in writing. 

Mr. Richardson said he submitted, but he de- 
clining reducing his questions to writing. Mr. Haz- 
ard said if Mr. Richardson would suggest to the 
Committee any relevant question, he would put it. 
Some side conversation here passed between Mr. 
H. & Mr. R. % 

Mr. Hazard. Mr. Richardson wishes that you 
may be asked whether you have stated the conver- 
sation of Sayles with you, in print, on any other 
occasion than your address to the Grand Lodge? 

Witness. Yes. It is mentioned in a note in my 
renunciation. 

Mr. Hazard. Have you related your aforesaid 
nonversation with Mr. Sayles, in any other publica- 
tion, and in what? 

Witness. 1 made it in my address to my congre- 

f at ion. It was contained in a note to that address. 

t was also published in the proceedings of the An- 
tiinasonic Convention at Philadelphia. That state- 
ment did not pass under my examination before it 
was published. I made the statement verbally in 
the Convention. 

[Mr. William Vn Uinson (Mason) here made 
some remark to Mr. Hazard which was not heard. 
Mr, Hazard replied, that will show for itself. 

Mr. Hazard. Did you make that statement at an* 
Antimasouic Convention in Providence, in May 
1830. ' 

Witness. I have no recollection of it Do not 
think I did. 

Mr. Hazard. Did you make it at a Convention 
in Boston? 

Witness. Did not recollect that he did. He 
had gone over so much ground in this examination, 
it was possible he might not be able to' recollect 
whether he had or had not so stated/ 

'Mr. Hazard said it was not material. Not of any 
consequence. [It being now 10 o’clock in the 
evening. Mr. Hazard inquired if no other gen- 
tleman of the Cemmittee wished to ask any more 
questions. Mr. Simmons asked if witness had seen 
tfne Royal Arch degree administered to others. — 
Witness replied he had not, except so far as ho had 
seen it given to-the persons who took it with him. 


Mr. Hazard handed the paper Mr. Haile had 
written on, to Mr. Thacher and requested him to 
sign it. Witness said he did not precisely know 
what the paper contained. Mr. Hazard told him he 
I must sign it, or they should'consider it very extra- 
ordinary. Pie asked if it was not satisfactory ? 

Witness replied he did not know but that it was, 
but he was so' much exhausted with an examina- 
tion of twelve hours, that he did not feel entire confi- 
dence in his powers to discriminate, whether the evi- 
dence was taken down correctly or not. He should- 
prefer having an opportunity to examine it. Mr. 
Hazard insisted upon his signing it, and used lan- 
guage of intimidation toward witness, giving him 
> to understand it would be considered a contempt of 
the Committee if he did not sign it, and he would 
be treated accordingly. Mr. Thacher replied that 
he certainly should not sign it, unless he heard it 
read in connexion. Mr. Hazard said it had been 
read sufficiently: 

Mr. Hallett here said that the Witness ought not 
to be pressed on thi9 point. It was apparent to 
every one that in many instances Mr. Haile bad not . 
taken down the answers oi the witness in his own 
language, nor in his meaning fully. It would bo 
very extraordinary to press a man to sign a 
paper he did not know the contents of, under such 
circumstances. Mr. Hazard said he did not thank' 

Mr. Hallett for his interference. The Committee 
understood their duty. Mr. Thacher said he was 
obliged to Mr. Hallett for the suggestion, and felt 
that he ought to be protected against signing the 
paper, in igiloraUce of its contents. Pie certain- 
ly should not sign it so. Mr. Hazard said very 
well. The Committee \3fould put a proper con- , 
etruction upon such a refusal. He then asked 
the witness if he would hear the testimony read 
all through, and then sign it? Witness replied that* 
his mind was not in a proper state for such a task, 
but hd would listen to it as well as he could. Mr. 
Haile then proceeded to read the testimony he 
had taken down. It was found to be incorrectly 
stated in many very essential particulars, which 
were generally corrected, though in very many 
instances the witness could not succeed in having 
his own ideas expressed in his own words. The 
reading was not finished until after twelve o’clock at 
night. Mr. Thacher then put his name to the pa- 
per, with a written reservation, that it contained 
the substance of his statement, to the best of his 
knowledge and belief. 

Comments. — [This attempt to force Mr. Thach- 
er into a heedless signature of a statement drawn 
up in this manner, was obviously made by the Chair- 
man with a view to involve the witness in some | 
contradiction, which might furnish him with materi- 
als for discrediting this witness, as he afterwards 
labored hard to do, in his report, A candid exami- 
nation of Mr.Thacher’s testimony as it is here pre- 
sented almost verbatim, is invited. It is believed 
that on looking it through, it will be found that few 
witnesses have ever sustained so long and close an 
examination, with more uniform accuracy and con- 
sistency. At the close of the examination Mr. 
Thacher was excused by the Committee from fur- 
ther attendance, for which act of courtesy ha 
thanked them. 


The next day, after Mr. Thacher had left the 
State and relumed to his residence, some Masons 
were busy in circulating an infamous handbill, 
assailing his character, which had been published 
some time before in Massachusetts. They took this 
Masonic method to discredit the witness, not daring 
to attempt to touch his character while he was un- 
der examination. The disposition uniformly evinced 
by Masons, to traduce tile character of Mr Thacher, 
and their declining to bring any testimony to dis- 
credit him, which they had full opportunity to do, 
whilo he was under examination as a witness, fur- 
nish conclusive proof that his enemies have no 
'grounds for their aspersion*; whieh they dare to.**- 
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by legfel investigation. Another attempt was made 
to discredit My, Thacher’* testimony, by declaring 
in Masonic newspapers and elsewhere, that be had 
* stated a great many things* in bis speeches and 
writings on Masonry which he did not dare to swear 
to under oath. The. reason is obvious. In bis 
speeches and writings Mr. Thacher had nised facts 
which he believed sufficiently proved by others, 
as be had a perfect right to do; but* when -under 
oath, be was bound to asaert nothing that was not 
within his own personal knowledge. The'care and 
caution with wbich’he confined himself to this rule, 
in his examination, will give to any candid man, an 
additional confidence in the truth of bis declara- 
tions. 

Another attempt to evade the force "of Mr.Tftirhh 
era’s testimony, was made by representing in the 
Masonic paper at Providence, that he had really 
stated nothing against Masonry, in his examination. 
The reflection will’ readily occur, that if Mr. 
Thacher had really testified to nothing against Ma- 
sonry, tor what reason has he been so severely villi- 
tied by Masons for stating when not under oath, the 
very same tacts touching- Masonic oaths and princi- 
ples which he swore to m this examination ? 
testimony or ret. lkvi chase. 

Thursday morning, Dec. 8. — The Investigating 
Committee met at 9 o’clock; Preseut the same as 
yesterday.^ The second witness, 

Levi Cfuue , was called, and sworn to tell the 
whole truth. Ia answer to general-interrogatories, 
says— 

I reside at Fall River, ’town of Troy, (Mass.) am 
•by trade a machinist, now the operator of a mill — 
& manufacturer. Am an ordained minuter of the 
Gospel. I have been a Mason-, but am- hot now. — 
Have taken the six first degrees. I was a . Most Ex- 
cellent Master. I was made a mason in Manchester 
Lodge, in Coventry, R. I. in the year 1815 :*I think 
in December, or first of 1816. I took' three degrees 
. in that Lodge-«-aU that Lodge was authorized to 
confer. The other three ! received in Warren, at 
the Royal Arch Chapter, in the fore part of the 
year 1822. I was never made & member of a 
Chapter. I continued a Mason' up to- 1828, in the 
fall, I think, when I publicly seceded. There was 
an obligation administered to me at thetime of tak- 
ing each of thc^e degrees. I could not repeat the' 
obligations verbatim. I could the penalties. 1 could 
write the oaths out, on reflection. 

(Mr. Simmons read the Entered Apprentices’ oath 
from Bernard’s Light on Masonry) page 20. . 

Witness. That is correct as administered to me 
by John Greene, Agent of Warwick Manufacturing 
Company, in War wick, .who 'was'at that time Wor- 
shipful Master of the Lodge. 

Mr. Simmons then read the Fellow Craft’s oath, 
from Bernard, pages 44 and 45. # 

Witness. It agrees with the oath I took— except 
I was not to wrong a Brother one cent, (not two) 
dispersed (not disposed) over the globe, and so 
help me God— (not keep). Otherwise it is substan- 
tially the samo. The words “square or angle of my 
work,*’ I. am confident were not administered tome. , 
yMr. Hazard: Keep instead of help ; that. must 
be a ly pographical error. 

Mr. Simmons then read the Master Mason’s oa$ 
from Bernard, page 61. ‘ 

Mr. Simmons. Was any explanation given? 

Witness. No explanation or intimation was given, 
until'! was brought and placed in a proper situation 
to teceive the oatbi I had no knowledge till then, 
that an oatb^was -administered in the Lodge. 1 was 
firat prepared by being stripped of my apparel. 

Mr. Simmons here suggested that that part of the 
ceremony* was immaterial. 

Witness . With the permision of. the Committee 
I will give it in my own way. My apparel being 
taken off, — 

Mr. Hazard. I would suggestto the witness that 
it is not necessary for him to relate the ceremony, 

e • 


The Committee diave no objection, but you will' 
be asked if all the previous ceremonies are correctly 
stated in^Bernard, which will embrace your whole’ 
answer. 

[,/Yo/s. The Resign of this ingenious suggestion 
was apparent. It. would obviate giving a detail of 
the degrading ceremony in the deposition, which it 
was then expected would be openly read before' 
the General Assembly. The reference to the cer- 
emonies , in Bernard would .not be understood, be- 
cause not one ip fifty ot thfe members had evef 
seen that book.]’ 

Witness. 1 was. placed in a very curious position 
to receive the oath and should like to explain it, as 
a reason why I took it, and others after it, without 
proper i e flection. , , 

Mr. Hazard . Is not the’ whole of this contained 
in Bernard’s Light on Masonry ?* 

Witness. Ido not know but it is just as 1 received it!, 
In the first place I wag informed" that it was neces- 
sary 1 should be prepared. I was prepared by being' 
divested of my apparel except iny shirt, and a pair' 
of drawers provided and put bn. J was then hood- 
winked by a bandage across my eyes, a cable tow’ 
or rope* rojund ipy neck, -and — 

Mr. Hazard. I should be ashamed* to ac»' 

KNOWLEDGE THAT ! ' 

Witness. I am willing to confess how degraded' 
a situation I was placed in to receive the oath, and 
you mustretnember T am sworn bv you, to tellthe 
whole truth. My shirt was stripped off my left arm, 
and my left breast naked. [Grand Master Cook, 
and Past High Priest Wilkinson, who were sitting 
the table, gave indications of great uneasiness here.] 
In this situation 1 was led into the Lodge Room, 
and made to. kneel, id the altar, on my naked left 
knee, my hands clasping the bible. Then I was in- 
formed by the Worshjpiu! Master, that I was placed 
ih a'pfoper -situation to receive the oath or obligation, 
which he informed me was not to infringe upon my , 
religious nof political sentiments, lie asked me if* 
I was willing to receive it on that condition. My 
answer was, that I was. Then he ordered me to 
repeat my own name, Lovi Chase, and rfepeat after* 
him the oath that has been read to me. A* similar' 
assurance was given before each ‘ of the three 
first degrees he conferred on me, only the phraseol- 
ogy may be a little different. He would assure me’ 
as before, &c. •; 

Mr. Thomas Rivers, here said it was very easy , 
for the witness to iearn the oathor write it out of 
| Bernard. 

Witness. I never saw Bernard’s Light on Mason- 
ry, until last Friday (six days before) when it was 8 
i handed me by Mr. Shove. I wrote out the oath 
long before I ever saw Bernard’s, as it is given in' 
my Address t6 the Grand Lodge of Rhode Island.,* 
published iq June 1831; I could not therefore have' 
written it/rom Bernard, as you say. 

Mr. Haile . Is that substantially the oath you 
took ? 

Witness. It is, excepting two variations. Murder 
and treason excepted, and they left to my own free 
will and choice, was the way ! tobk lt. 

Mr. Hazard. It is immaterial whether it is elec- 
tion, or free will and choice. Tbd meaning is the 
same. % 

Mr. Rivers , said he wished - to' explain. He 
did not mean to intimate, that the witness- had 
taken the oath wholly from- Bernard, but he (Wit-* 
ness) said that he could not remember the oaths, and 
he inferred the witness had written them from Ber*' 


nordi 

Mr. HiMett remarked that witness said he could 
not repeat the oaths verbatim at once, but could 
write them out, on reflection. 

Mr. Hazard said this interference was improper. 

Mr. Halletl replied that he was aware of it, but 
if Mr. Rivers was permitted to make ’an Insinuation - 
against ’the witness, he had t right to repel it. - 
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Witness. The word* “and they left at my own 
free will and choice, or election" instead of “at my 
own election,” were used in the oath I took. Then 
aa to the penalty— “were I to prove” guilty, instead, 
of “ever to prove" guilty'. I recollect distinctly 
reoeiving the words “if any part of my obligation is 
omitted at thij time, I promise to hold myself amen- 
able thereto whenever informed/* 

Mr. Simmons jthen read the Mark Master’s oath, 
from Bernard, page 98 
That is 


, When yon finrt replied Jesus Christ, was It your 
intention to exclude God and the Holy Spirit? 


Witness. That is substantially the same. I have 
no recollection that the word swap was used. 

Mr. Simmons then read the Past Master's oath, 
from Bernard, page 109. 

Witness. That is substantially the same, except 
so help me God an \keep me, instead of “make me." 

Mr. Simmons then read the Most Excellent Mas- 
ter's oath, from Bernard, page 120. 

Witness. That ie substantially the same— (no 
variation was mentioned.) After 1 was initiated, a 
charge was read. ... 

Mr. Simmons read from Webb’s Monitor, p. 41, 
the charge at initiation in the first degree, (the same 
os given in the testimony of Mr. Thacher.) 

Witness. That was read to me from Webb’s Mon- 
itor. , , . , 

Mr. Simmons. Did you consider it as binding 
as your oath? 

Witness. I did not 

Mr. Hazard . I shall begin to think Masonry is 
worse than I ever thought it was, if Ministers will 
take these oaths and charges, and then not consider 
them binding. 

Witness. 1 did not consider the charge as bind- 
ing in every particular. 

Mr. Hazard. Who gave the charge to you in 
the Chapter ? 

Witness. I have no recollection of any ^charge 
given to me in the upper degrees, in particular. 1 
did not consider this charge binding, where it came 
in contact with my religious principles, in saving 
that no institution was ever raised on a better foun- 
dation than Masonry, none ever established belter 
lules, fee. I considered the Christian religion a 
better institution. That was the only part which 
struck me as objectionablo at that time. 

Mr. Hazard. Did you make any protest against i 
it at the time.? 

Witness. N o sir, I did not. 

Mr. Hazard. Then you left it' to be understood 
you had no objections to it? 

Witness. 1 would observe that I was brought in 
that situation where I was like a slave, with a rope 
around my neck.- I felt a fear to protest against 
any thing, situated aa I was. 

Mr. Hazard. What was your objection to that 
part of the charge? 

Witness . I had embraced the religion of the Son 
of God, an Institution I considered far superior to 
that of M&aonry. A circumstance impressed my 
mind' much. I was asked, “ whom do you believe 
in?” My answer was, in Jeans Christ, the Son of 
God. f was checked, and ordered to aay, in Qod. 
This impressed my mind that the Institution wished 
to exclude the religion of the Son of God. 

Mr. Hazard. You were checked bjrthe presiding 
officer? 

Witness. The Conductor told. me to say, in God. 
Jfrw Hazard. I want to go to the bottom of this 
business. It seams to bo an imputation upon the 
religious belief of this whole class of youcTellow 
-citizens. What I with to know is, did you infer 
that they were deists, and wanted to exclude Jesus 
Christ? 

Witness. I de suppose that they wished to ex- 
clude the name of Jesus Christ, the Son of God, 
and the religion of the 8aVior, as being no part of 
Masonry. 

Mr. Hazard, to Mr. Haile— Pot that down, and 
let us see whaft.it all colnei to. To the witness— 


Witnesf. It was nob 

Jtfr. Hazard , (considerably excited.) It don t 
fay well, Mr. Witness. 

Witness. Wei! Sir, I am willing Von should 
make it fay as you please. It fays with Masonry. 

[Note. If Mr. Hazard had studied Masonry in her 
own constitutions, he would have found no difficulty in 
understanding the witness. Masonry is designed to be 
— • » . t-* J - ^ Pagans, Jews, ana Gentiles. 


universal, to include Turks, 

Consequently she excludes all religions but natural 
ligion. She acknowledges a God, it is true, but be may 
be Juggernaut, Brama, Allah, a Chinese Josh, or the 
Godot the Christian.. It is all the same in her universal 
creed. Mr. Hazard should have recollected too, that 
Moses Seixas, a thorough professed Jew, was long 


Grand Master, High Priest, &c. of Masonry, at New- 
port, Rhode Island, and cpuld he have presided over a 
society that professed belief in Jesus Christ, whom he 
regarded as an impostor?] 

Mr. Hazard. Do you consider that the words 
Jesus Christ, include God, the Father, and the 
Holy Spirit? 

Witness. Do you wish to know my. belief re- 
specting Deity? 

Mr. Hazard * (vehemently.) Do you eonsider 
that the words Jesus Christ, the Son of God, include 
God the Father, and the Holy Spirit? 

Witness. 1 do not, Sir, in every sense of the 
word. If the Chsirman is going into an investiga- 
tion of my belief of divine Unrigs, 1 shal^ wish an 
opportunity to explain. < 

Mr William Sprague , (senior) here remarked, 
that he. believed it was unusual in Ibis state, k to 
press witnesses on their religious opinions. 

[The numerous spectators present, evinced no 
little surprise, at the course the Chairman was pur- 
suing. Mr Hazard said, that some persons might 
think that the witness was hardly pressed. His 
object was to inquire if he meant to charge Masons 
with being Atheists. The witness said be had 
made no such charge.] 

Jlfr. Hazard — with emphasis — Do you or do you 
not consider that the word God also includes 
Christ and the Holy Spirit ? 

Witness. 1 do not in every sense. If you will 
give me an opportunity, I will explain- First, 
as to the reasons why I do not understand that 
Jesus Christ does not, in every sense compre- 
hend God the Father. 

Mr. Hazard. It is a short question, and requires 
a short answer. 

Witness. 1 must answer it my own way. 

Mr. Simmons. How long will it take you ? 
Witness. It may take me three hours ; I will ex 
plain my reasons if the Committee wish it. 

Mr. Hazard You dont frighten us. We will 
sift this matter to the bottom 

Witness. You have placed me in a situation to 
make me out an Unitarian or Trinitarian, as you 
please. 

Mr. Hazard, You have undertaken to impeach 
your fellow citizens as heathens, and it is our du- 
ty to protect them. 

Witness. Yery well Sir. You can protect them, 
if you choose, only allow me to explain. 

Mr. Hazard. You have placed yourself in this 
situation, and you must take the consequence. 

Mr. Sprague , Jr. One of the Committee, ob- 
jected to going into an investigation oi a man’s re- 
ligious creed. 

Mr. Hazard persisted, and the witness said he 
was ready to proceed, as fast as Mr. Haile Would 
take down bis explanation. Mr Haile said he had 
written it down, thus — The reasons why I do not 
consider that Jesus Christ includes God and the 
Holy Spirit, ore, first, because’ he is called the son 
of man. 

Mr. Simmons. Would you prefet to explain this, 
here, or to write out your reasons, some other 
time ? 
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Witness said it wat immaterial to him which. — 
He only wished not to be left in a situation for the 
spectators to draw an unfavorable inference from 
his not being allowed to explain. When he receiv- 
ed the degree, he was as . he hoped, a Christian.— 
Had he first been tolcTto say he believed in God, 
he should not have thought of it, but their rejec- 
tion of his use of the words Jesus Christ, brought 
an impression to his mind, that they meant to make 
a distinction, unfavorable to the Christian religion. 
He could not see the difference, but they evidently 
meant to make one. He was willing to leave it 
there. - 

Mr . Hazard— (Here began to soften a little.) — 
That will do very well, if you will say you dont 
believe so now. You ought to extend charity to 
youi brethren. 

Witness. 1 will say, in all charity, that I do not 
believe they were Deists, but that such is the ten- 
dency and design of the Masonic Institution. 1 
find by searching the six degrees administered to 
me, that the word Christ or Son of God, is exclud- 
ed, and I believe there was a design in it, to ex- 
clude his religion. 

Mr. Hazard (with warmth.) Then you mean to 
eal! them Deists. 

Witness. No Sir. I do not wish to condemn 
any man’s opinions. I do not speak of the individ- 
uals. but I say the Institution is founded on Deism. 

Mr. y Hazard. 1 nbw understand you to say that 
it is the fault of the Institution and not of the indi- 
viduals ? 

Witness. I did not intend to impeach the mem- 
bers, but the Institution as designed to exclude tie 
Christian religion. 

Mr. Haiard. The design to exclude the Chris- 
tian religion you impute to the founders of the In- 
stitution, not to those who are now its members ? 

Witness. To the Institution as well as it found- 
ers. 

Mr . Simmons. Would you prefer at your leis- 
ure to rite out your answers to the questions Mr. 
Hazard has asked you, or will you have them ta- 
ken down now. 

Witness. Either, way. [Up to this time Mr. 
Haile had not written down the answers of witness 
to the question touching his belief in the distinct 
existence of the different persons in the trinity. — 
He now wrote it down in the following form.] — 

The desigif to exclude Jesus Christ and the 
Christian religion, I impute to the Institution (of 
Free Masonry,) and not to the members of it with 
whom I am acquainted, many of whom I believe to 
be Christians. I also find, on examination, as far as 
1 have gone in the six degrees, that Jesus Christ 
and bis religion are excluded. 

[Mr. Moses Richardson, a Mason here made some 
remarks to Mr. Simmons,] upon which Mr. S. in- 
quired. Did you ever hear it explained that the 
Scriptures were to be the rule and guide of your 
whole life ? * 

• Witness. Does not remember ever to have heard 
it so explained. Is confident he never did in the 
Lodge. Has heard portion* of scripture read 
there. 

Mr. Hazard. Did you ever attend the lectures 
in a Lodge ? 

Witness. I never did, except the parts used at 
the opening and closing of a Lodge. 

Mr. Hazard. I am certain I havfe seen lectures 
in which the holy scriptures are acknowledged to 
be the guide for Masons. 

Mr Hazard . Do you know if at the meeting 
of Lodges for Lectures, Ac. ; do yon know if the 
scriptures are referred to ? 

Witness. I do riot, for the reason that I never 
attended or beard of each lectures. I never heard 
it explained in any Lodge, that the scripture* were 
to be the guid? of Masons. 1 know of no lectures 
given there for that purpose. 

Mr Hazard — (turning to Mr Joseph S. Cooke 


Grand Master of the Grand £odgr, who was sitting 
at the table,) how is it, Mr Cooke ?. Dont yon have r 
lectures. 

Mr. Cooke replied that the Lodges were in the 
practice of holding meetings for lectures. I do not 
know whether , in opening and closing Lodges the 
scriptures are read or not. 

Mr. HaUett here asked whether Grand Master 
Cooke intended to say that irieetings of the Lodges 
were held for the delivery of lectures upon morals, 
science, the drts, or any subject o(^hat nature ? 

Mr. Cooke said, they were jn the habit of having 
lectures in the Lodges. ' 

Mr. HaUett asked : did you ever know lectures 
given in Lodges for any other purpose than to ex- 
plain the signs, grips, arid ceremonies ? 

' Mr. Cooke said he could not precisely tell what 
the lectures were. 

, Mr. Hazard said the examination was not to bo 
taken out of the bands of the Committee in this 
way. 

Mr. HaUett replied that Mr Cook had intimated 
that meetings of Lodges were held for scientific and 
literary lectures, and He wished the Committee might 
understand what these lectures were. [He here* 
held up an old pamphlet printed in characters, under 
Masonic sanction, containing the lectures and oaths 
in the three first degrees. This book was after- 
wards proved to have been contrived by Masons, 
and used in Rhode Island Lodges, for studying the 
lectures.] Mr. Hallet said, tha^ pamphlet contained 
the lectures in the three first degrees. * They taught 
how to tuck up and tuck down the apron, and how 
to kill Hiram Abiff, but they contained neither sci- 
ence or morals. He challenged the Grand Master 
to show that any other description of lectures were 
delivered in Lodges. Mr. Hazard here interposed* 
and the examination proceeded. The Grand Mas- 
ter was afterwards personally requested by Mr 
HaUett, to furnifh evidence, if there was any, that 
any other lectures were delivered in Lodges ex- 
cept those that related to the cerembnies oT initia- 
tion, and those read to the candidates from Webb’s 
Monitor. The G. M. did not pretend there wefe 
any others. 

[Comments. — The^ubstance of these pretendedly 
scientific and moral lectures, ‘as delivered* in Lodges, 
will be found in Barnard’s Light on Masonry. The 
Grand Master (if not corrected) would have con- 
veyed the impression which is so often falsely 
entertained, that regular courses of lectures from 
which valuable information qould be derived, are 
given in Lodges and Chapters; and the Investigating 
Committee not only permitted this inference to bo . 
drawn from his statement, but the Chairman was 
evidently displeased at an explanation which de- 
monstrated the fact that these lectures, instead of 
conveying information, are made up of questiona and 
answers about the childish ceremonies and profane 
oaths of the degrees.] 

Afr. Simmons inquired of the witness if the charg- 
es read from Webb, in the three degrees, were de- 
livered to him, and if he considered them binding ? 

Witness had not read Webb for fifteen years, but 
thinks the charges wore read to him^ Without 
giving them much attention at the time, it occurred 
to him that there were some things not altogether 
systematical. He considered them binding as a man, 
so far ss they did not interfere with his^ religious 
opinions, and as a Mason so far as they did not in- 
terfere with hit more solemn obligations. 

Mr Simmhns. What part did you consider not 
systematical ? 

Witness. I alluded there to the first sentence, 
‘your zeal for the institution of Masonry, the progress 
you have made in the mystery, and your conformity 
to our rales, have pointed yon out as a proper object 
of our favor.’ I was hurried thitough the degrees. 
I took the first degree en Tuesday evening, and the 
two next on Saturday following, so that I conld not 
have made much progress in the mystery. 
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[Mr. Hazard had spent some time in looking over 
Webb's Monitor, which had been handed to him by 
Mr. Richardson, ja Mason* for some purpose. Hay- • 
iap apparently found what Hq was looking for, he 

. Herds -the danse. Hkve yon ever read from 
Webb l7 -from the Masonic Monitor, in an Address 
.to Master Masons the following section in the Mon- 
itor, l Tho Holy -Writings ^ that great light in Ma-' 
jon'ry, will guide you to all truth; it will, direct 
your paths to the temple of happiness, and point out 
te you the whole duty of man.' Now, Mr,, witness, 
it is truth we want. It is the duty of the Committee 
to' protect their fellow citizens, who are charged in 
this loose manner with excluding the Christian re- 
ligion. Was that charge given to you? {It will be 
observed that Mr. Hazard was particularly close in 
his cross questions when Masonry or Masons were 
implicated by the testimony. It will be useful to see 
hereafter, how he applied this rule when adhering. 
Masons were under examination.] 

In reply to Mr. Hazard's question, relative to the 
Holy writings being the guide of Masons, witness 
said he did not remember to have heard that sen- 
tence in the Lodge. 

' Mr. HaUett proposed a question in writing, 
“ were you ever present -at tlie installation of the 
Master of a Lodge?" 

Witness said no. 

Mr HaUett then referred Mr Hazard to page 97 
( of Webb’s Monitor, showing that the address from 
which he had read the expression about Ibe ‘ Holy 
Writings' was not made to a Master Mason, but to 
•the Master of a Lodge, on bis installation, by the 
Grand Master. 

- [Mr Moses Richardson here whispered to Mr Sim- 
mons.] 

Mr Simmons (addressing the witness,) — Ts it not 
usual, to give the same charge in the Past Masters 
degree as at the installation of the Master of a 
Lodge • „ 

Witness. I do not know. 

[This could not be the case with the Address Mr 
Hazaid lead from, because that commences, ‘Yon 
are now to be installed Master of this new Lodge.] 

[Note. As Messrs. Hazard and Simmons were 
so anxious to prove that Masonry was, as she has 
pretended to be ‘ the Handmaid of religion,’ and 
censured Mr. Chase so sternly for aHedging that 
Masonry excluded the Christian religion, it may not 
•be out of place here to refer to what the Masonic 
iBook of Constitutions understands by Holy Writings. 
We quote from the original charge Initiation into 
the first degree, p. 175 of the Massachusetts Book 
of Constitutions, edited by. a learned and pious di- 
pine, Thaddeus M. Harris. D. D. and approved by 
the Grand Lodge. * As a gentleman and a Mason, 
you are to be a strict observer of the moral law, as 
contained in the Holy Writings .* Note by Dr Har- 
ris „ * The . Bible, and in countries where it is not 
hwion, A5V OTHER BOOK, WHICH 1$ UNDERSTOOD 
fO CONTAIN THE WORD 'OF God.* 

Mr. Hazard’s Interrogatories. 

Mr Hazard here, proposed to witness the interrog- 
atories, with some variations, he bad put to Mr. 
Thaoher. -To the first whether ho inquired as to 
the nature of the oaths, before he took them.. 

Witness b aid he did not, because he did not under- 
stand even that an oath was to he administered , 
before he took the first degree. If he had known 
and understood the nature of the oaths and what he 
was to go through, he should hot have taken the 
degrees. After taking the firjrt degree, ho did en-. 
deavor to find out if there were any more oaths, 
hut he could not. He asked a brother Mason when 
going up to fhe Lodge to take the 2d degree, and he 
replied. * O, you go forward and take the other 
degrees and you vfill be satisfied.’ He was dissatis- 
fied on taking the first degree, but he went forward. 

'The Committee here adjourned at quarter before 
o o’clock* _ 


Thursday Afternoon Deteirber 8th. Met again at 
3 o'clock, imd continued Mr. Hazard's interrogato- 
ries. Witness was confident be did not understand 
the oath*, when he took them, as he did afterwards. 
The. reason was they were given one word or sen- 
tence at a time, and he did not know what was com- 
ing next, and could not keep up the connexion in 
his mind. The mallet was drawn across his throat, 
to remind him of Irs penalty. The oath was given 
to him the same as a master learns a child his letters, 
who don't know what is coming for him to repeat. 
1 can only compare it to this. 

Mr. Hazard. How old were you? 

Witness . About 29 years of age. 

Mr. Hazard. How long did you remain in a 
Lodge? 

Witness. I was a Mason from 1816 to 1828. 

■ Mr Hazard. Were you a child all that time i 

Witness I am a child yet 1 hope, of the <Son of 
God , and I wish, all men were the same. 

Mr Hazard. Jt is very -well for the community 
to know what kind of 'Masons there are who come 
here to charge .their fellow citizens with being athe- 
ists. . 

Mr Simmons. Have you answered that part of 
the 1st Interrogatory, whether you made inquires 
before taking the oath ? 

Witness. I have answered that before* 1 did 
not. 

Mr Simmoriff. Did you reflect, after you had ta- 
ken each oath, upon its nature, force and extent ? 

Witness. 1 had no chance to reflect. 1 have 
gif en the reasons before. 

Mr Simmons. If not satisfied with the oaths, did 
you complain or object ? 

Witness. I have answered that 1 made inquiry 
ot a brother. 

Mr Hazard. The question I ask is, whether-af- 
ter you took the first oath, you reflected on it, 
before you toek another ? 

Witness. 1 did so far as T have stated, and ask- 
ed a brother, but could get no explanation. 

Mr. Hazard. Were you satisfied with the eath, 
upon the reflection you did give to it ? 

Witness. I was not. That is answered before, if 
I understand language. 

Mr Hazard. Did you then make any inquiry of 
the elder Masons, as to how they construed their 
oaths, to remove these doubts? 

Witness . All the inquiry I made was of the 
brother when going up to the Lodge, between 
Tuesday and Saturday. 

Mr Hazard. If these people come here to run 
down their fellow citizens, lotus see what they 
know about it 

Mr Sprague, of the Committee, here objected to 
this course of examination. Some observations 
passed between him and Mr Hazard, which were 
not heard, 

Mr Simmons. Upon taking the other oaths, 
were you satisfied ? 

Witness. J was not. Mr. S. did you complain 
or object to the Lodge ? % 

Witness. I never complained or objected in the 
Lodge, because I never afterwards attended that 
Lodge, and 1 should have feared tlie consequences 
if I had complained. 

Thursday Afternoon December 8 th. The Com- 
mittee met at 3 o'clock, aud resumed the examina- 
tion of Mr. Chase. 

. Mr. Hazard. Was there any thing in your Ma- 
sonic oaths which made it dangerous for you to se- 
cede, or dissolve your connection with the Lodge? 

Witness . If you mean not to attend the Lodge, 
I did not so understand them. I did discontinue visit- 
ing the Lodge, but I considered if I seceded or dis- 
closed the secrets, my Masonic obligations would 
not tolerate me in so doing, and I was afraid the 
penalties of the obligations might be joflicted qu 
me. 

Mr. Haile repeated the questioq. • 
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’W itness. I did not consider the quitting of the 
Lodgo, dangerous, but I did consider it dangerous 
:tu secede and renounce Masonry. 

Mr Hazard . <1 will put the question, which you 
don’t seem to understand. Was there any tiling 
that rendered it dangerous for you Jo disselveeyour 
connection with your Lodge? 

Witness. Not in quitting the Lodge in the way 
P 1 did, but I did consider it would be, dangerous to 
secede. There is a difference between leaving the 
Lodge and seceding. 

Mr Simmons. The question is whether you con- 
sidered it dangerous to dissolve your connection? 

Witness. I have answered that. 

Mr Sipimons. Do you perfectly comprehend the 
meaning of the question? 

Mr Hazard. No matter. We have got -it (To 
the witness.) Did you think there was any thing 
dangerous in complaining in the Ledge {of your 
oaths.] . • 

Witness, I did at that time. Equally fe much 
so as complaining out of the Lodge. 

Mr. Hazard This is a serious examination, and 
1 ask you to point out what part of your Masonic ob- 
ligations forbid you to complain? 

Witness . i thought that part which bound me to 
keep'the secrets inviolable and oet to speak evil of a 
brother in the Lodge or out of it, neither behind his 
back ndr before his face, rendered it dangereus, for I 
could not speak against the Institution without 
speaking against those who support it. 

Mr Hazard. Well. Was there any thing in 
your Masonic oaths that compelled you tb go on, 
-taking further degrees. 

^ Witness. No, Sir, there was not. 

Webb’s Monitor was here handed to the witness 
-by Mr. Turner, open at page 30, and this question 
was put to him by request. Previous to taking the 
oath in the first degree, while in the preparation 
room, were you required to give your assent to 
several declarations one of which was, ‘ Do you se- 
riously declare upon your honor, that you will cheer- 
fully conform to all the ancient established usages . 
and customs of the Fraternity? 

Witness. These questions were asked before 1 
took the Entered Apprentice’s oath,and I was bound 
to submit. 

Mr. Hazara. But what part of this did you 
consider would prevent your complaining to the 
Lodge ? 

Witness. That part where I have bound myself 
to conform to the^usages of Masonry, withoutknow- 
ing what they were. 

Mr Hazard. Was obedience to the Lodge in- 
consistent with your right to complain. 

Witness. I considered that complaining to the 
Lodge would be complaining against those who up- 
hold the Lodge, and I had submitted myself to the 
usages of the Lodge and could not complain. 

Mr Hazard. I said nothing about that, but I will 
ask you whether you had that on your mind before 
the book was handed to ypu? 

Witness said he had owned that book, Webb’s 
Monitor, since 1816, and that the preparatory obli- 
gation in the Entered Apprentice degree, together 
with his other obligations, certainly did occur to his 
mind, as reasons why it would not be safe to com- 
plain. The Chairman, he said, had treated him as 
if he were a'child, in this examination. 

Mr. Hazard. I asked you if you were a child, 
because you represented yoursejf so, as learning 
your letters, when taking the oaths. 

Witness. . In one respect I was like a ehild when 
taking the oaths; an ‘infant is naked, and 1 was 
nearly so. • 

Mr Simmons. Did you consider these prelimina- 
ry objections, and the oaths and charges to be all 
connected, and all binding upon those who took 
them, and did you so masonically consider them 
when you took them ? 


Witness. After reflection I so considered them 
Ma9onieal!y, as ail in connection,* and do at this 
time. 1 considered the charges were* the trap laid to 
draw persons in to hold and bind them by tire oaths. 

Mr Hazard then proceeded with the inlerogato- 
ries, as propounded to Mr Thacher. In answer to 
5th, whether witness considered he gave the Lodge 
jurisdiction as far as he could, to inflict the penal- 
ties. if he violated his oaths, &c. Witness says af- 
ter mature reflection he did consider them oi that 
nature. He came to that conclusion about a year 
after he look them (say 1817.) He then consider- 
ed that he ought to be cautious as to what he said 
against the Institution. The word caution, is used 
in the Lodge. 

In answer to the 6th, 7^ and 8th Interogatories, 
i witness says he knows of no secrets except such as 
are explained in Bernard. Has not seen Aftyn’s 
Ritual. He did consider his Masonic oaths con- 
flicted with his -civil dutiesj immediately upon re- 
flecting on them. * 

In answer to 10th Interogatory, what induced 
him to secede from Masonry, 

Witness says he seceded in 1828. Various cir- 
cumstances lead to it. The principle one was the 
following which he wished to have taken down. — 
In the latter part qf September, 1827, going from 
Dighton to Pawtucket, I stopped at the house of 
Capt. Baker, I do not recollect his other name. — 
Elder Daniel Greene .of Pawtucket came in and af- 
ter the first salutations said he wanted to speak with 
me. , 

[Note. Mr Greene Is a respectable Baptist Cler- 
gyman. He has gone as highasthe Knight Tem- 
plar’s degree, and has been,and is still believed to be, a % 
strenuous advocate of Masonry. He stopped the * 
R. I. American, which he had taken for a long time, 
immediately after that paper opened its columns to 
investigate Masonry. Aside from Masonry, he is a 
very respectable citizen.] 

Witness proceeded to state that they then retir- 
ed into a room by thomselves: and he asked 
me if I had visited a Lodge lately, i told 
him no, and did not think 1 ever should again. He 
then asked me if i knew that 1 could not get into 
a Lodge. I observed to him that I thought I could 
work in, as my memory was good. He observed 
that lie had reierence to a particular circumstance 
that had taken place. I asked, what circumstance ? 
He observed, he had reference to Morgan’s Illustra- 
tions, a book so called. That on that account the 
lodges had passed another degree or check-word* 1 
think he styled it, in order to stop book masons , 
having reference to the book before mentioned; but 
observed, if you had been here last evening, I could 
have vouched for you, and you could have took 
the check word or degree, 1 don’t recollect which 
housed. I then asked him if that book was true? 
He answered by a nod of his head, giving assent in 
that way . I then asked him if Morgan t oas mur- 
dered? He said he dare not answer me upon that 
subject no further, (having reference to my dot 
having taken the check degree) no otherwise than 
he would there say to me, no doubt he has suffered 
his just deserts , according to his obligations. He 
then look me so, (scarping both arms above the 
elbows) and said, I suppose he had his choice. This 
was wbat first led me to serious meditation to seek 
for a fit opportunity to seeede. 1 then went home, 
and secretly borrowed that book, (Morgan’s.) The 
'owner would not let me hAve it, except in secret, 
under a promise to return it. He was not a mason. 

1 real? it through and <bund in it substantially , tho 
penalties and oaths that bad oeen conferred upon 
me. This was the final cause of my seceding. 
In the Fall River Monitor I published my first pub- 
lic renunciation, in 1828 in the fall 1 think. 


Mr Hazard. Were you a member of a Lodge 
then? 
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' Witness, I cbnclude I Wag considered a member 
of Manchester Lodge, from the notice I received 
from the Secretary of the ^>dge, summoning me, 
after my renunciation, to show cause why 1 should 
hot be expelled. I understood 1 was expelled. 

Mr Hazard. Did you make any communication 
to the Lodge-t-they were your brethren for many 
years before you seceded — of your intention to re- 
cede. • 

Witness. I made no communication to the 
Lodge, because I was afraid to do so, before I came 
out publicly. 

Mr. Hazard. How many did the Lodge con- 
sist of? 

Witness. 30 or 40, or perhaps more, when 1 was 
initiated. Among them were Dr. Allen, Dr Knight, 
John -Green, and a Mr. Merrill. 

Mr Hazard. Were your brethren of Manches- 
ter Lodge, with whom yeu associated, men of such 
character that you should have been afraid of your 
ife, if in their power, when you seceded? 

Witness. I could not say what they would feel 
bound to do, as Masons. In their moral character I 
considered them as good men, as other men, and 
some of them I hope are -Christians. They showed 
me. in the Lodge what they did to traitors, in the mur- 
der of the ruffians who killed Hiram' Abiff, and I 
thought I had some cause to fear, from the nature 
of the penalties J could not tell what their Ma- 
sonic obligations would lead them to, as far as they 
adhered to their oaths, and I stood in fear, masoni> 
caHy. 

Mr Simmons. Did you as a Mason v consider 
you were bound to execute such penalties upon 
others? - » 

Witness. I considered myself masonically bound 
to perform all oaths and obligations to the Lodge, 
if adhering, to them, but tiot morally and virtually 
bound to execute such penalties. 

In answer to 11th, 12th and 13th Interrogatories, 
witness says he never heard the n&tuYe of Masonic 
penalties discussed in a Lodge, and that he knows 
nothing about the deliberations of the Lodge on 
politics or religion, but never knew these subjects 
discussed in the Lodge. Mr. Bliss, a Mason, once 
requested him to vote for Mr Hodges for Congress 
in 1827. 

* 14th Interrogatory. Did you consider or be*' 
lieve that there was any thing in your Masonic ob- 
ligations binding you as a Freemason to vote for a 
Freemason, in preference to a better man, not a 
mason. 

Witness. You say as a Freemason. I answer 
In two capacities. If the grand hailing sign were, 
given, I should consider myself bound as X Mason 
to support a Mason for office, in preference to a- 
nother not a mason, but as a citizen bound by my 
civil obligations, 1 should disdain the idea. 

Mr Hazard repeated the question. You can 
evade it or answer it as you please. 

Witness said if Mr Haile would take it down he 
believed it would be a full fcnswer. I considered 
myself standing in a two fold relation, and that if I 
were to see the grand hailing sign I .should be 
bouiid Masonically to aid him with my vote as I 
was bound to obey the sign, and to go on a master 
mason's errand bareheaded and bare foot, and to re- 
lieve him if there was more probability of saving 
his life than loaning- my own. I say this as a Free 
Mason. As a frea man and exclusive of Masonic 
signs I could not do it. As a seceder I should not. 

In answer to 15th Interrogatory, whether he 
would give a preference to a Mason, witness skys 
he should masonically be under obligation by his 
oath, to favor a mason in preference to' thoee not 
Masons. He had never practiced so, for he had 
never had the grand hailing sign used to him by a 
Mason in distress. 

16th and 17th Interrogatories*- Witness knows 
nothing about. 


18th.' Have you frequented Lodges in other 
States, snd are they the same as in this State ? 

Witness. Was never in any£iodge out of the 
State. He had been present at a funeral when the 
Attleborough Lodge buried Dr. Ballou, and there 
were Masons present from seven different States, 
who passed the same signs. 

Mr. Simmons. What induced you to apply for 
the higher degress, if yon considered the three first 
irreligious and Deisticsl ? 

Witness . — When Lapplied for the three last de- 
grees. I considered the three first irreligious and 
deisti l. The reason of my applying was this : I 
was informed by Rev. Thomas W. Tucker that be 
htyi been dissatisfied in the lower degrees, but was 
informed that the upper degrees were more agree- 
able to a ebristain's feelings, and he was going is* 
take them, and thought I had better. A Book was 
also placed in my band, 'the purport of which ap- 
peared to be more agreeable to the Christian relign 
ton. I# was a poem in praise of* Masonry. He. 
observed, ifl would join he would recommend ro% 
and they would not charge any thing, as I was a 
M blister, and I should be satisfied. 1 had expres- 
sed to him my dissatisfaction on account of its 
irreligion, and he told me the Methodist brethren 
in Bristol were considerably engaged in religion, 
and were mostly Masons — and he was satisfied, and 
rather urged me to come in, and see bow pleasant 
it was. I was a minister of the Methodist order at 
that time, and Mr. Tucker was the same. I went, 
and they opened a Lodge on the Masters degree — 
they satisfied my mind some — and seemed to have 
a very pleasant time — talked some about religion,— 
but I afterwards rather doubtqd if it was not all a 
catch, as they did not seem to close the lodge in 
very regular order. I had also conversed with 
Elder -Case about my dissatisfaction about the three 
r first degrees— he made but very little answer to it. 

I worked into the Lodge in Bristol. I never knew 
before then that clergymen were admitted gratis.— 

I paid for my three first degrees. Was not then a 
minister. 1 

Mr Simmons. You have several times qualified 
your answers by saying you considered your oaths 
Masonically binding, but not morally or virtually. 
What do you mean by it ? 

Witness. I have explained that several times. 
In the oaths I promise and swear such find Buch 
things, without any equivocation or mental reser- 
vation, &c. I cannot got rid of that in any way 
Masonically, but to do just as the oatli9 direct. 

Mr Simmons repeated the question. 

Witness again said he did not consider the oaths 
morally or virtually binding. 

Witness .* I have given a Masonic answer, 
without self evasion or equivocation. 

Mr Hazard: How long after you determined to 
withdraw from Masonry, before you did so ? 

Witness. About one year. I made my mind 
known to my wife, soon after my interview with 
Elder Greene, and she persuaded me not to secede, 
from fear that 1 should be exposed to injury. 

Mr Hazard. I have a poor opinion of Masonry, 
but I have a good opinion of Masons. 

Witness. I have no enmity against any Mason 
in the world. It is the Institution is all I have 
any thing against. I would do a good turn to a Ma- 
soo as soon as any other man. 

Mr Hazard, if on any occasion when ‘a Mason, 
your Masonic obligations bad conflicted with your 
civil, religious or social duties, which should you 
have obeyed. 

Witness . 1 should obey the obligation ’due to 
'my Maker, even at the sacrifice of my life, if re- 
quired. In other respects f cant tell how I might 
have been influenced as a Mason. 

Mr Hazard . Did you ever f hear a Mason justi- 
fy the murder of Morgan except Elder Greene? 

If so, qrben and where? [asked by request] 

Witness. I have. At the time of the Dedham 
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Antimasonic Convention, three years ago, at a tav- 
ern about 10 miles this side of Dedham, 1 heard a 
Mason say, if there ever was such a man as Mor- 
gan, and he had taken such oaths as Ji® had pub- 
lished, he wa9 a damned perjured wretch, and de- 
served to be killed ! This man said he was a Ma- 
son. He was a stranger to me. Messrs. Brayton, 
Slade and Luther Lincoln ef Norton, were present 
at this conversation. Mr Lincoln said to the man 
he ought to be careful what he said for there was a 
feceding Mason present. He replied he did not 
believe there was a seceder. but if there was he teas 
a perjured wretch and deserved to die. 
x Mr Hazard. 1 wonder jott staid in such com- 
as that. 

Witness. 1 did not. 1 left it. 

Question from Mr Paine. (Antimason.) Had 
any person ieceded from Masonry in thik quarter 
before you did, and did this circumstance add to 
your fears respecting the penalties of the oaths? 

Witness. Yes- I belidve 1 was the fir^Mason 
who seceded from a Lodge in Rhode Island. No 
one had done so publicly. I seceded abdut a year 
after the conversation with Elder Greene. [The 
examination of Mr. Chase, which had occupied 
from 9 o’clock, A. M. to the same hour P. M. was 
here closed, the notes of Mr Haile wore read to him, 
and by him signed, and tl)e Committee adjourned.] 

COMMENTS. 

[It will bfe observed that the interrogations put to 
Mr Chase, were varied considerably from those put 
.to Mr Thacher. The ingenuity of Mi: Hazard, who 
is one of the most acute cross questioning lawyers 
in the country , was exerted to its utmost to entangle 
Mr Chase in his examination. The latter, a9 will 
be apparent from his answers, is a plain conscien- 
tious, pious, single minded man, with no reproach 
on his whole life, but secession from Masonry; with 
no guile in himself and suspecting none in others; 
and yet it is obvious that straight forward common 
ensetand truth, enabled him successfully to baffle all 
the Chairman’s efforts to involve him in contradic- 
tion, or Tender him ridiculous. Those who witness- 
ed the anger and occasional fierceness of Mr Haz- 
ard tow&ra this witness, and the perfect coolness 
and good nature of the latter under wanton insult, 
were well satisfied that the former felt himself 
completely foiled at his best weapons. 

Another point in the examination of this witness, 
should not escape remark. Mr Hazard and Mr 
Simmons attempted to call this witness in question 
as to fiis religious creed, with a view to discredit his 
testimony. No people on earth are so jealous of the 
slightest interference in matters of religious concern- 
ment, as the people of Rhode Island, and but for the 
protection given the Committee by Masonry, this 
attempt to call a witness to account, for his religious 
belief would have roused an universal indignation. 
To prove this assertion, and also to show how far Ben- 
jamin Hazard, Esq. could act inconsistently, eveu 
with himself , in order to uphold Masonry, and brow 
beat Antimasonic witnesses, we will relate one 
fact. ' At the November term of the U« S. Circuit 
Court in Providence, 1838, Judge Story presiding, 
the old common law objection to the competency of 
two witnesses was taken, on the ground of their 
disbelief in a future state of reward and punishment 
The Judge examined testimony touching the irre- 
ligious belief of the witnesses, and being proved 
to be deists, If not atheists, they were both set 
aside. This decision, though in-strict conformity to 
common law precedents, was' declared to be an in- 
fringement of the rights of conscience secured by 
the Bill of Rights of R. I . The press o&that State was 
universally roused against the decision of the Judge 
In this case, and a general indignation pervaded the 
community. At the subsequent session of the 
Legislature of Rhode Island, in January, this same, 
Benjamin Hazard, Esq. himself introduced a bill, 
explanatory of the bill of rights, declaring that no 
witness shall be called in question in any Court in j 


this State (Rhode Island) touching his belief or dls- 
belief in matters of religious concernment. Mr. 
Hazard advocated this bill, (which passed unani- 
mously) at the same time censuring the. conduct of 
Judge Story, toward the witnesses in the case re- 
ferred to, with no little severity. Not a word was 
uttered in the House of Assembly in vindication of 
the Judge, who bad just cause to complain (and we 
understood at the time did complain) that notone of 
his friends would explain to the Housd the prece- 
dents of common law, upon which the Court had 
telt bound to exclude the witnesses. The reason 
they did not do so, is the old reason that usually 
governs the conduct of politicians : it would have 
been very unpopular to have done so ! Mr. Hazard 
availed himself fully or the popular feeling. He 
introduced the bill, he censured the Judge, and he, 
himself was the first one, after that act passed, to 
call Tn question the religious opinions of a witness 
under civil oaths before him, sitting as a Judge ! — 
With this glaring fact before them, the candid 
portion of the public will not be surprised atdny 
inconsistency ; any outrage' upon the feelings or 
opinions of witnesses; any bargains with Masonic 
witnesses ; any perversion of testimony ; any se- 
verity and bitterness of denunciation, which they 
may find in the deportment and report of Benjamin 
Hazard, Esq. touching his connexion with this.in- 
vestigation into Masonry.] 

With a view to establish the identity of masonic 
oaths throughout the country ,as far as the notice giv- 
en previous to the meeting of the Legislative Com- 
mittee would adroit, the Antimasonic state Commit- 
tee took measures to procure depositions to that 
effect. They accordingly forwarded to the proper 
officer at Worcester, Mass.' a commission signed by 
Mr. Sprague, Jr. one of the Committee, to take the 
deposition of Pliny Merrick, Esq. His deposition 
was accordingly taken, sealed up by the officer, and 
placed in the hands of the Legislative Committee, 
with the seal unbroken, on December 8j at noon. 
In the afternoon of the same day, Mr Hazard, the 
Chairman, handed the deposition, after he had ex- 
amined it, to Mr Joseph S. Cook, Grand Master of 
Rhode Island, with permission to take it home— 
The Preparation Room of, the Masonic Hall was 
lighted up that evening, and this deposition^ was 
unquestionably discussed there. A similar indul- 
gence to take papers and documents for examina r 
tion, was extended to the antimasons, at first, until 
the Masons began to hand 4 in written statements, 
which were not permitted to go out of the hand* 
of the Committee. 

Other depostions were taken, and presented fo 
the Committee, None of them were read aloud, and 
all were handed over to the Grand Lodge. 

DEPOSITIONS.. 


This may certify whom it may concern that I, 
Tab'eA Cory, in tne town of Troy, and county of 
Bristol, have taken seven degrees in masonry. I 
received them in Portland, state of Maine, in the 
years Eighteen iftndred and fifteen and sixteen. I 
have pernsed Bernard's Light op Masonry, and > 
can certify the obligations and penalties are the 
same as those conferred on me. 

TABER CORY/ 

Bristol, ss. December 3, 1831- Then personally 
appeared The above named Taber Cbry , and made 
oath that the foregoibg certificate by him subscribed 
is true, before me, JOSEPH GOODING, 

Justice of the Peace . 

This may certify whom it may concern that I' 
Israel Chace, in the Town of Westport, State of 
Massachusetts and County of Bristol, That I have 
taken three degrees of Freemasonry. I received 
them in North Carolina, Hyde County Mattamus- 
keet, Franklin Lodge in Feb.or March 1827. I have 
perused Bernard's Light on Masonry and can certify 
the obligations and penalties are the same as those 
conferred on me, excepting the words angle and 
square of my work, mentioned in the Fellow Craft 
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obligation.' N. B. Bernard’* Light on Masonry, 
page 45th. ISRAEL CHACE. 

Bristol, g. s.. Westport, December Sd, 1831. 

Then personally appeared the above named Israel 

Chaco, and made oath (hat the foregoing state- 
ment by him made and signed is true. 

Before me, ABNER B. GIFFORD, 
Justice of the iPeace. 

DEPOSITION Or PtlNr MliRRl ck>, Es«^ 

, I Pliny Merrick of Worcester** in the State of 
Massachusetts, Counsellor at Law, do testify and 
sav, that sometime in the course of the winter of 
1820-21, as nearly as I can recollect, I 1 was admit- 
ted a member of the Masonic Lodge held in the 
tOwm of Tiunton in the county of Bristol, as I un- 
derstood by virtue of a charter from the Grand 
Lodge ot the State of Massachusetts, 'that until 
my removal from Taunton, Which was in the sum- 
mer of 1824, 1 occasionally attended the meetings 
of the Lodge ; and during some, part of the time, 
frequently. I was admitted in- the Lodge to the de- 
grees of Entered' apprentice, Fellow Craft, and I 
Master Mason. In the summer of 1824, as nearly 
as I can recollect, 1 was .admitted to the degrees of 
Mark Master, Past Master, Most Excellent Master, 
and the degree of Royal Arch Mason, > in Adoni- 
ram Chapter in* Attleborough, in the County of 
'Bristol In this state ;* that I took the four last men- 
tioned degrees in one afternoon and evening, and 
and have not since, to my recollection, been in any 
chaptej in the county of Bristol. I removed to 
the town of Worcester, where I now reside, in the 
summer of 1824, and afterwards attended occasion- 
ally the meetings of the fraternity in this place.- — 
During my absence from town on one occasion, I 
was elected to the office of High Priest, which is 
the highest -office in the Chapter : On being in- 
formed of my election to that place, which was 
wholly unexpected, I consented to accept, and Dr. 
Benjamin Chapin of'Worcester, who had been the 
former High Priest, agreed to make me acquainted 
With all tTie forms, ceremonies,oaths and obligations 
6f the several degrees of tho Chapter, and I ac- 
cordingly. visited him several times and learnt the 
same irom him, and committed the same to memo- 
ry. I attended several meetings of the chapter dur- 
ing the first part of the year, and discharged the 
duties of ray offifce. Besides the communications, 
made to me by Dr. Chapin, I have heard .him re- 
peat the oaths in the chapter as its presiding officer. 
During the last half year while 1 was elected to of. 
fiee, I believe l was not once present at any meet. 
Tog: and I have not been, I believe, in any meet- 
ing of the Masonic Fraternity since, exeept that I 
once went in for a few moments for the purpose of 
seeing a gentleman who I understood was there. — 
On one occasion, after my admission to the chap- 
ter^ heard L-JMr-* Gleason]vrhO’ was introduced to me a« 
the Grand Lecturer, employed by the Grand Lodge 
of the state, to teach the Lectures of Masonry, re- 
peat the Royal Arch Mason’s oath. These are all 
the opportunities which I have Md by attendance 
on lodges and chapters, of ascertaining what were . 
its oaths or^ obligations. I was however once pres- 
ent at a meeting of the Grand Chapter of this state 
in Boston, but I do not recollect that the oath of 
the degree was repeated. 

The several obligations of the three first degrees 
of Freemasonry were formerly quite familiar to 
me^rom having frequently heard them repeated in 
the Lodge meetings at Taunton. These obliga- 
tions are faithfully given in a Book called “ Light | 
on Masonry,'* by David Bernard. I do not mean to { 
state that the exact expressions which I* heard in 
Lodge meetings, are given, because thie words used 
were not precisely the same on different occasions ; 
but I mean to state, that the oaths as given in the 
$ook referred to, are substantially the same with 
those Which 1 often heard administered to initiates 
by the presiding officer of the Lodge. I do not 
mean herein to pacify, all the variations which on 


the perusal of that Book havd occurred to me ; bri 
I state those which seem to roe in any way ma terial. 

I do not recollect to have heard in the Lodge any 
such part of the Master Mason’s oath as the follow- 
ing, viz : “ I will go on a Master Mason's errand, 
whenever required, even should I have to go hart 
headed , if within the length qfihy cable*tow. 9i il Ij 
any “part of this my solemn oath or obligation bt 
omitted at this time, I will, hold myself amenable 
' thereto whenever informed .” With these excep- 
tions, I do not know of any. variations between the 
oaths of these three degrees as I formerly he aid 
them in the Lodges and as I find them in the Book 
before referred to, which seem to mein anyway 
essentially to affect tne sense. 

I do not distinctly recollect the oaths and obliga- 
tions of the four degrees of Mark Master, Psfet .Mas- 
ter, Most Excellent Master, and Royal Arch Ma- 
son, as they were administered to me, at my 
initiation at the Chapter in Atltleborough. Owing 
to the jjreat variety of the ceremonies through 
which J passed oil that day, and the great number 
of the parts of the several oaths, it was impossible 
for roe to retain a distinct-recollection of the whole. 
Besides this, when the Royal Arch degree- was ad- 
ministered to me, I was very- much overcome, both 
by the previous fatigue I had undergone, and the 
nature and character of the obligation; and becom- 
ing faint, was removed from the room before its ad- 
ministration was finished. On my recovery, I 
returned to the Chapter, and passed through the 
remaining ceremonies; but I have no recollection 
. that - the remaining part of the oath 'was administer- 
ed. Among the persons present on that occasion, I 
recollect Mr. John Baylies of Taunton. 

1 believe that the oaths and obligations of the four 
degrees of Mark Master, Past Master, Most Excel- 
lent Master, and Royal Arch Mason are given in 
the book before mentioned, substantially, as I learnt 
- and heard them administered, as I have before men- 
tioned. The words are riot iri every particular 
precisely the sahio in that book, as I reeollectcd to 
have heard them in the chapter; but I do not know 
of any variation, which materially affected the sense 
in any other particular than those which 1 shall 
mention hereafter. 

I distinctly recollect that the following expression 
was made use of in tho Chapter as part of the Roy- 
al Arch oath, viz: "I will. esIpouse the cause 
of a Royal Arch Companion when in any 

DIFFICULTY, SO FAR AS TO' EXTRICATE HIM FROM 
THE SAME, IF IN MY POWER, WHETHER BE BE 

right or wrong.” T never heard any explana- 
tion of that clause in the Chapter. On one occasion, 
when that part of the oath was repeated to a person 
then passing through the ceremonies of initiation, 

, fie hesitated and asked if it could be so ? A Rever- 
end companion standing by replied, that it was, and 
advised him to go on, and It would be explained to 
him. He did go on -but I heard no explanation 
given. 

I do not recollect to have ever heard the following 
words, or any similar thereto, introduced into any of 
the obligations of any of the degrees- of Freemason* 
ry as they were administered, viz: “ I will promote 
a companion Royal Arch Mason's political prefer - 
ment in preference to another of equal qualifica- 
tions , ” t . J 

The following clause makes part of the obliga- 
tion of a Royal Arch Mason as I have beard it ad- 
ministered, viz : “ A companion Royal Arch 
Mason’s secreto given me in charge as such, 

AND I KNOWING THEM TO BE SDCH,^HALL RE- 
MAIN AS SECURE AND INVIOLABLE IN MY BREAST 

as in his own.” To these words I believe are 
also added, ‘ 'murder and treason not excepted '* — 
With respect to these last words, I must say, that 
at this time, my recollection is not so perfect, as to 
enable me. to speak with- absolute certainty. For- 
merly, after I had left visiting the Chapter, I had 
no doubt on this point. But in conversations which 
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I have not unfrequenlly since had with adhering one wboee eiperience is large, and whose former 
members ot the Masonic Institution, their frank ad- Standing among the fraternity was honorable, ana. 
mission of the accuracy of the disclosure of the therefore, is not- to be received as absolute evi- 
masonic obligations as contained in the book I have dence. ^ 

referred to,on other points, and their. earnest and »p- Bernard's Light and Ally n*s Ritual, in the ae* ' 
parently sincere denial of its accuracy on this point, eount of the degrees I have taken, are substantially 
have lead me to donbt whether my recollection \vas correct. The genuine book of the first three de- 
perfect. I have taxed my memory to the utmost grees by William Morgan, and the publication of tho 
of my power; and I can now only say, that while 1 Le Roy Convention, up to and including the Royal 
4 *o not feel certain, I yet believo that the words Arch degree, are true revelations of the first seven 
“ murder and trkason not excepted” were degrees of Freemasonry as they existed in 1825, 
used; but the belief is founded on a variety of con- throughout the United States, I say genuine, be- 
siderations distinct from a precise recollection of the cause a spurious 'book, purporting to be the work of 
fact. All those members of the Masonic Fraterni- Morgan, has, I believe been introduced into the 
ty who denied the use of the words last quoted in market. Verbal variations did ever exist in the 
the conversations to which I have alluded, stated phraseology of the masonic lectures and work ; but 
that the following words are used in their stead, os great a similarity has prevailed as could be ex- 
vix : “ murder and treason only excepted , and they pected or hoped for, in oral traditions; yet the a«6- 
left to my election stance was the same in all places , among ail Masons. 

' The .check degree, as if is sometimes called, and I would here state that i received the first three de- 
I believe usually, I never heartl repeated and ex- grees and Union Master, in Charleston, Kanawha 
plained but once by any N member of the Masonic county, Virginia; the Mark Master,' Past Master, 
Fraternity. Being in Boston, 1 accidentally met most excellent Master, Royal Arch, Royal Master, 

Dr. John JHom&ns, now resident in that city, near and Ark and Dove in Philadelphia; the Select 
the old Court House. He asked me to walk into Master at Point Pleasant Virginia ; Secret Moni- 
the office of Mr. Powers, the Grand Secretary of ter and Knight of Constantinople at Zanesville. Ohio; 
the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts. After some Heroine of Jericho, Mediterranean Pass, and Knight 
conversation, Mr. Powers proposed to communicate of the Round Table, m Cleaveland, Ohio; Knight of. 
and explain this degree or ceremony, to us, and ac- St. John at Euclid, Ohio, and Intimate Secretary in 
cordingly did so. The explanation was the same Warren, Ohio. 1 was High Priest of Webb Chap* 
which is given in the eighty sixth page of Ber- ter No. /13, and Worshipful Master of Concord 
' nard’s Light on Masonry. I have„since it utas Lodge No. 15 at Cleaveland, Ohio, each during the 
communicated to me, heard it spoken of by mem- year 182(5. Within this period! presided at the in- 
here of the Institution as a matter added to its cer- stallalioo and advancement to the Royal Arch de- 
emonies; but 1 have never since heard it repeated, gree, of about twenty five persons, whose names I 
And further this deponent saith not. could furnish, if expedient, and one of whom at Teas: 

PLINY MERRICK. reside* in this city. J .have visited various Lodges 
Worcester, ss. On the fifth day of December, and Chapters in New York city and State, in Phil* 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eigt\t hundred delphia and numerous towns in Pennsylvania ; in 
and thirty one, the aforesaid deponent was examin- Ohio and in Virginia ; probably fifty in all. 1 have 
ed, and cautioned and sworn, agreeably to law, to conversed with intelligent Masons from nearly 
the deposition aforesaid, by him subscribed, taken every State in tho Union, as well as fVom many, 
at the request ot William Sprague, Junior, and to parts ot Great Britain and am well satisfied that the 
be used before a Committee of the Legislature of essence of Freemasonry is everywhere the same. 

Rhode Island. — The residence of the deponent in The oath of the Entered Apprentice binds the 
the state of Massachusetts is the cause of taking this recipient to keep all the secrets ot the whole system 
deposition. ISAAC DAVIS, from the world. The words are “I will always 

Justice of the Peace, hail, ever conceal, and never reveal/ any part or 
[Among the documents presented to the Investi- parts, art or arts, point or points, of the secret mys- 
gating Committee, to aid their inquiries, was a re- teries of ancient Freemasonry, which I have re- 
port of the New Berlin trial, in which the Sheriff oeived, am about to receive, or may be hereafter 
of the county, General Welsh, and Mr. Pike a Jus- instructed in, to any person or persons in the known 
tice of the Peace, both adhering Royal Arch Ma- world, except it be to a true and lawful brother 
sons, had sworn to the oath of -that degree in the Mason," fee. 

form it is given in Bernard. Accompanying the re- The Master's oath contains two or three clause*, 
port was an Affidavit of Phillip Peck, who was pres- the force of which* adhering Masons have, I believe, 
ent at the trial, certifying to its correctness in every uniformly denied. “I will fly to the relief of any 
particular; with a view to present further evidence person giving the grand hailing sign of distress of ' 

6n this point, and to elicit other important facts a master mason, or uttering the exclamation belong* 
which nad been stated, but, as we believe, never ing thereto, and relieve him if in my power, if there 
before been sworn to, interrogatories were forward- is not more danger of losing my life, than hope of 
ed to New York, and the following affidavit re- saving his." I understand this obligation to be ^ 
ceived in reply, from Jarvis F. Hanks, a high re- capable of influencing a master mason to do for a % 

nouncing Mason of eighteen degrees, and an unim- brother, many things which would be illegal. For 
psach&bTe citizen of New York.] instance, a masonic Sheriff has in custody a brother 

Affidavit of Jarvis F. Hanks. who has committed a capital crime, and is sentenced 

Gentlemen : — In compliance with your request, 1 to death, — he gives the grand hailing sign of dis- 
proceed to narrate such. facts and circumstances as tress the Sheriff is bound to “relieve him if in his 
oome within my knowledge, on the subject of Free- power," and suffers him to escape, as if by accident, 
maeonry, and such as will accumulate the teiti- A jailor turns the key upon a brother. At a con* 
mony of which you are in pursuit. So far, howev* venient time, the potent sign is displayed — the 
er, as my experience goes, in relation to its oaths, huge iron doors, massive gates and impassible bar- 
ceremonies, &c. I cannot speak with certainty, of riers, are overcome, with the facility of magic, and 
more thair eighteen degrees, into whose mysteries I the culprit is let loose to commit new depredations 
have been introduced. Of its usages, as a society upon society. 2d — “/ will warn a brother master 
my remarks will illustrate the conduct of Lodges mason of all approaching danger." I quote only 
and Chapters only. In this communication, I wish parts of the oath ; not, however, destroying or per- 
it to be distinctly understood that when I relate a verting the real sense. Reference may be easily. 
fact, or make an assertion, I intend it to assume the bad to standard revelations. This warning may 
I character of pontine testimony, but when an opinion mean that one is obliged to give notice to a brother 

( is given, it in to be taken only as the judgment of lof aoy fraud about to be practised upon him by a 
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swindler assuming the character of an honest man, 
and therefore not suspected ot evil ; or it may equally 
bind a mason to notify a criminal who has sworn 
- the same oath, of his danger of apprehension by an 
officer of justice, and urge his immediate flight to 
regions beyond his jurisdiction. If the points be 
capable of such interpretation, bad men will always 
be ready to take advantage of it. Indeed there 
seems to be ample proof that masons have under- 
stood these obligations as constraining them to ex- 
tend relief, if possible, to those of ‘theft brethren 
who have violated the laws of the land, ahd have 
not only become obnoxious to the penalty of those 
laws, but also deserving the indiguation of all good 
men. 

But the Royal Arch occupies an elevation which 
Mr. Webb calls “the summit and perfection of an- 
cient masonry.” It is sought as tile ultimatum of 
the mystery by the votaries of secret societies. — 
Those who advance beyond this, are aa a drop of 
water to the ocean. TwO'points in this obligation 
are worthy of remark. The first runs thus : — “I 

WILL AID A COMPANION, RoYAL ARCH JVIaSON. 
WHENEVER I SEE HIM ENGAGED IN ANY DIF- 
FICULTY, SO FAR AS TO EXTRICATE IIIM FROM 
THE SAME IF IN MY POWER, WHETHER HE BE 
RIGHT 'OR WRONG.** 

Mr. Strong, late editor of the Amtimasonic In- 
telligencer, at Hartford, Conn, has explained (his 
clause as it was explained to me when I took it. — 
[The explanation is this : Suppose a companion is 
engaged in a dispute or quarrel, you are to take 
him by the left arm, grasping him with both your 
hands ; saying who are you ? Iam that Jam , come 
along with me.” When thus accosted tie is bound 
to leave the place and accompany you.] But I have 
always understood it was capable of a wide'r lati- 
tude, and verily believe most American Masons 
have so understood it. No doubt, in many instan 
•es, it, has been construed in a manner prejudicial 
to the wholesome regulations qf society, and favor- 
able to the most unrestrained commission of crime. 

The second is thus: “I will keep all the 
SECRETS OF A COMPANION ROYAL ARCH Ma- 
iON WHEN CONFIDED TO ME AS SUCH, OR KNOW- 
ING THEM TO BE SUCH, AS SBCURE IN MY BREAST 
AS THEY WERE IN HIS OWN, MURDER AND TREA- 
SON not excepted or sometimes, a without ex- 
ception," but most frequently in the first form'— 

, Now, although the. candidate in the master '3 oath, 
is taught to keep the secrets of a master mason, 
given in confidence, •* murder and treason only ex- 
cepted, and those left at his own discretion ,*’ yet it 
is reserved for the Royal Arch to require men to 
conceal. the highest crimes, known to human laps ! 
x A master mason once told me, in confidence, of a 
criminal transaction, which made him a father, be- 
fore his marriage, bding assured that 1 would never 
mention it, but that it was as secure in my ^reasl 
as it was in his own. His name has never* been 
mentioned in connection with the fact. 

+ I am in possession of another masonic secret, 
poured into my ear by a Royal Arch Mason, which 
1 have never made known ; and I reveal it circum- 
stantially, now, not only to shew the nature of the 
secrets entrusted to the brethren, but also to illus- 
trate the influence of masonry upon the course of 
justice. In the year 1826, Miss N. of Cleaveland, 
Ohio, living in the family ot W. O. a relative by 
marriage, was charged with stealing a sum of inon. 
ey, and, I think, a number of silver spoons. By 
some means or other she was removed for trial to 
Canandaigua, N. Y. Mr. 0. was a Royal Arch Ma- 
son, and attended her. R. W. the Attorney em- 

S loyed to defend her, was a Mark-Master Mason.— 
fy informant, R. . S. a Royal Arch Mason, was 
present at the trial as a spectator. The guilt of 
Miss N. was clearly proved. R. S. remarked that 
“ she was guilty in the opinion of every person in 
the Court House.” It was a trial of great interest, 
and attracted crowds of persons anxious to' know 


the result of it, The verdict being “ not guilty * 4 
she was honorably acquitted. The conclusion was 
in eeietable in my mind that the jury was corrupted 
through the influence of masonry. R. W. the 
young lady’s advocate, and R. S. are now, both 
judges % of Courts of Common Pleas , one in Cuya- 
hoga county, and the 'other in Medina county, 
Ohio. • - > 

The proportion of charitable donations to the 
whole disbursements ot the order, so far as my 
knowledge extends, will be best illustrated by re- 
lating a few facts. . 1 was a member of Kanawha 
Lodge, No. 104 Virginia, about three years, during 
which tun* I do not recollect that more ihan.twenty 
dollars was paid out for bharitable purposes : — that 
waf in a single sum, to a brother’s widow. It was, 
however, the semi-yearly practice of this lodge to eat 
^dinner, which was paid for oulof the lodge funds, 
and cost from 80 to 150 dollars each. A brother 
was paid 66 dollar# out of the same funds, for 
transcribing tfio recoids into a new book. 

The Lodge and chapter, at Cleaveland, spent sev- 
eral hundrea dollars to erect a hall for their meet- 
ings, for furniture, dress, &c. I do not remember 
any charitable appropriation within 1826, except a 
loan to Mr. Williams of New ,York,*on his note, for 
a few months. There was a small'a mount paid for 
the funeral expenses of a poor brother, who died 
friendless, and without the means of interment. 

I visited Royal Arch Lodge, No. 2, of this- city, 
(New York.) in 1827. During the evening,three or 
four petitionsHor charity were presented- and read. 
The applicants were represented as members of 
that lodge, in sickness and extreme poverty, and 
worthy men and masons. All the petitions were 
rejected, but one, on the ground that there were no 
disposible funds in the treasury ! The gentleman 
occupying the senior Warden's seat, proposed to 
lend the'/wor lodge five dollars, for the relief of 
one of the applicants, which was accepted. It was 
a deceived opinion among the masons, that Royal 
Arch Lodge was the richest in the city, having, at 
that very time, invested in stocks, 20,000 dollars. — 
The regular meetings of this lodge were semi- 
monthly, at'each of which Mr. Pardessus, lessee of 
the masonic hall, furnished a supper at the stipulat- 
ed prices of sixteen dollars ! ! 

One more fact will suffice. Sometime in the 
autumn of 1827, 1 visited Jerusalem Chapter No. 8, 
of Royal Arch Masonry, of this city, in company 
with a mason from Cleaveland, Ohio, with whonvl 
have since had & conversation on this subject. We 
concur in the following : During the meeting, a 
resolution was adopted by said Chapter, to pay out 

OF ITS FUNDS 500 DOLLARS, FOR THE RELIEF OF 

the Western sufferers, otherwise the kid- 
nappers of William Morgan 1 The money 
was to be placed in the hands of a worthy compan- 
ion, destined to Rochester, who it was said, was 
also to be the bearer of considerable sums from oth- 
er masonic bodies in the city, for the same pur- 
pose. 

Thus, I have given you a brief account of such 
of my experience of masonry, as will probably be 
of service to you, in your investigation of this sub- 
ject, and am Yours Respectfully, 

JARVIS F. HANKS. 

New York, Dec. 9, 1831. 

City and yninty of New Ydrk, s. s. Jarvis F. 
Hanks of said Xity being duly sworn, says that the 
foregoing statement is in all respects just and true. 

JARVIS F. HAN&S. 

Sworn before me this 10th day of December, 1831 . 

WILLIAMS. SEARS, 

C. of Deeds. 

Comment. 

[The last fact related in this important deposition, 
is sufficient «in itself, to establish the character of 
Masonry, as it is now disclosed to the world. The 
same fact was stated in Mr. Whittlesey's report on 
the Abduction of Morgan, made at the Philadelphia 
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National Convention, 1830. See proceedings -of 
eaid Convention, page 17. It has never since been 
attempted to be disproved by the members of Jeru- 
salem Chapter. It is now stated under the sanction 
of a civil oath, and another person referred to who 
will testify to the same fact, thus confirming the 
statements of the able and convincing report above 
referred to. 'it was also stated in Mr. Whittlesey’s 
report, 4 that there was reason to believe that the 
Grand Chapter of New York, in 1827* placed con- 
siderable sums of money, for Tike purposes, at the 
disposal of their Grand Scribe. This has since been 
proved to have been the fact, in the trial of Gould 
and Weed, and it has also been proved that $100 
were voted to Eli Brace, and a similar sum to oth- 
er masons implicated in the Morgan conspiracy. 
In the same report by Mr. Whittlesey, (a docu- 
ment, the most minute Btatements of which have 
since been established by legal testimony, in a~ re- 
markable manner,) another important fact is related 
In this connection; viz. that “Richard Howard {one 
of the supposed murderers pf Morgan,) came to the 
city of New York, in February or March, 1827, and 
attended a masonic meeting at St Johns Hall, in 
that city, where he confessed in open Lodge, that 
he assisted in putting Morgan to death, and that he 
was famished with funds by the Knights Compan- 
ions, then present to escape to Europe, and that 
after being secreted from pursuit by members of 
the fraternity, he did escape. Certain it is, that he 
information has been received of this Howard, 
since he absconded, and that the officers of justice 
have never been able to penetrate the veil of secre- 
ay, which concealed his flight. Page 13.] 

Friday morning December 9. — The Committee 
met at 9 o’clock, Messrs. Hazard, Simmons, Sprague 
and Haile, as before. The third witness, Anson Pot- 
ter, a Friend, whose name had been handed to the 
Committee on the list of witnesses, was called. 

^Testimony of Anson Potter,. 

Mr. Hazard ,put to this witness some of the gen- 
eral interrogatories, which had been put to. the two 
preceding witnesses, but with material variations. 
This witness was not a Friend during his connexion 
with ‘Masonry. By a printed rule of the Friend’s 
Meeting, of many years standing, no person can 
belong to the society called Freemasons, or visit 
their 'parades, feasts, &c. and at the same time re- 
tain his connexion with the Society of Friends. 

I reside in Cranston, R. L am a farmer by occupa- 
tion. I have been a Mason of three degrees. Took 
the degrees in St Johns Lodge. Providence. ’ I did 
not consider myself a Mason 20 years ago: I have 
not known any thing of the movements of Masonry 
in a Lodge since that time. At the time of taking 
each degree an oath or obligation was administered 
to me. 

In answer to 3d Interrogatory, if he was told, 
previous to taking the oaths, that they would not 
interfere with his religious or political opinions, 
witness says — I have no recollection of such boing 
the case, I may possibly have forgotten it as it is so 
long since, nearly twenty years. 

In answer to 4th Interrogatory whether he could 
repeat the oaths, witness says— I think not literally 
correct, the substance of them is in my mind. 

In answer to the 5th, if charges were delivered 
after each oath, and if he considered them equally 
binding with the oaths, witness says— That I cannot 
answ3r strictly. I have some faint: knowledge of 
one or more charges. 1 did not consider the charges 
binding. I considered it as fatherly advice. The 
oaths I considered of a different character. 

Mr. Hazard read the charge from Webb, in the 
1st degree ; and inquired if that was read to him? 

Witness. A portion of it I recollect. I should 
think a part of it was used. My impression was 
that the charge was good, i think the principles 
and duties inculcated were similar to those. \ 

In answer to the 6th, whether he endeavored to 


learn previous to initiation, if he waa*to take an 
oath, and what the nature of it was. 

Witness. I cant say I labored much, because it 
appeared to mo to be a principle with the Fraterni- 
ty to keep every thing in perfect darkness. It 
would have been no use to inquire. About twenty 
years ago I left the Lodge, ceased going, and I have 
been ibid that since my views have been expressed 
of the transaction in New York, I have been ex- 
pelled. I never had any notice to appear. 1 did not 
consider myself a Mason twenty years ago. it was 
a quiet withdrawal. Not notified to the Lodge. 

Mr. Hazard. F think you showed your sense. 

To the 7th, if he comprehended the foreje and ef- 
fect of tho oaths, when taking them — 

Witness. 1 did not at first. I presume few do. I 
can’t say that 1 did, for under the circumstances the 
oaths are administered, the mind is occupied in re- 
peating tho oaths as they are deaconed off, and look- 
ing for something wonderful to come. \ 

. Mr. Hazard. Did you find it ? 

Witness. I found nothing that I wished to con- 
tinue with. There are perhaps some men of firm- 
ness enough to attend exclusively to the moral im- 
port of the oaths while taking them. But very 
few can. Had I done so, I should not have taken 
them. 

In answer to the 8th — if he had any doubt of the 
meaning of the oaths, 4rc. I had bat little doubt of 
the meaning of the oaths, after I looked them over. 

I considered 1 had placed my life at stake, if I did 
not comply will) the oaths. I took the three-degrees 
within about six months, from the first to the last. 

In answer to the 9th — if he applied to the Lodge 
to satisfy his mind respecting the nature of the 
oaths, and if he examined them immediately after 
taking them* for that purpose ? 

Witness. I should think not. I some time after 
studied the Lectures with a friend, and then I did 
not give them so much weight as 1 have since. I k 
had a sense of the awful penalty I had incurred : I 
did not read them, because they are not allowed to 
be written or printed, and arc transmitted from one 
to another by memory. 

In answer the 10th — if he considered he gave 
jurisdiction to the Lodge to take his life if be vio- 
lated his oath, and also shared in the same jurisdic- 
tion over others ? ' v j' 

Witness. Not particularly at the time of taking' 
the oaths, for at that time there was not a clear 
perception, in consequence of the circumstances 
under which the oaths were taken. On examina- 
tion, they appeared to be framed for that object. 

Mr. Hazard here held up a written paper in his 
hand, (the first intimation given from the Commit- 
tee to any but Masons, that such a document would 
l>e or had been furnished by the Masons) — and said 
— 1 will read you an oath furnished to the Com- , 
mittee at their request, by the Grand Lodge of 
Rhode Island, the Rhode island oa*fr, as it is admin- 
istered in Lodges in this State and no doubt as 
you received it. 1 will read to you the . Entered^ 
Apprentice’s oath, and you may then say if it is 
the same you took. • Mr. Hazard then proceeded to 
read the Entered Apprentice Oath from a written 
sheet of paper, marked A. 

Comments. 

[This paper bore no date, nor the name of any 
person, or any certificate where it came from, and 
no one knew the hand writing, except the masons, 
and probably a majority of the Committee. It will 
appear in the course of the Investigation, and it is 
known from other sources, that the masons, on the 
first day of the meeting or the Committee, Dec. 7, 
were very earnest to persuade Mr. Hazard not to 
require them to state Uiiir oaths, because they had 
generally been considered among masons, as a part 
of the secrets they were bound not to disclose. Mr. ^ 
Hazard was resolute on that point, and insisted that 
they should hand in their oaths, as it would be 
worse for them to have their oaths proved by e- 


Digitized by 


Google 



*8 


ceding masons, than to give them themselves. 
Doubtless this consideration had much weight, for 
it vu Well known to them that there was a suffi- 
cient number ef seceding masons summoned as 
witnesses, in addition to those who had already tes- 
tified, ftilly to substantiate the oaths of the three 
first degrees. ‘The result of this negotiation be- 
tween Messrs. Hazard, Haile and Simmons of the 
Committee, and the principal masons, was, that 
the latter were to hand in their oaths on condition 
that they should be protected hy the Chairman, from 
answering any questions respecting their secrets and 
ceremonies. Mr. Sprague, ope of the Committee, 
had no knowledge of this bargain, and was not con- 
sulted. Mr. Cornell, another of the Committee, had 
not taken his seat with them, until after the nego- 
tiation was concluded. Mr. Hazard, after the 
first examination at Providence was concluded, said 
to one oi the reporters of this testimony, on the 18th 
of December, that the masons would have fixed 
themselves, if they had refused to give their obliga- 1 
tions, as they talked of doing at first, or words to 
that effect. It also will be seen, in the future tes- 
timony, that these oaths were prepared and written 
out in the preparation room, by an agreement as to 
the several points among a number of leading ma- 
sons, acting as a committee. Some difficulty was 
experienced in inducing some of the committee 
to consent to giving in their oatbs at all. Col. 
John Andrews, a high mason, and an honorable 
man, said to the write!*, in the presence of John 
Hall, Esq., that he was on the committee relative 
to handing in the oaths to the investigating Com- 
mittee. He was for giving them in, and wrote 
some himself. Some of the committee /were op- 
posed to it, and one said he would have his arm 
out off sooner than he would tell the oaths. Col A. 
addded, a a great many masons consider the oath? 
as much the secrets as any part of masonry. 1 ' The 
masons, however, finding Mr. Hazard resolute to 
get the oaths, (the only point on which he pressed 
theta through the whole investigation} and perceiv- 1 
tag that they would be proved by others, suddenly ; 
. arrived at the conclusion that their oaths were not 
a part of their secrets, and that they had no where 
sworn to keep the terms of the oaths themselves, 
.secret. Under these circumstances, the paper con- 
taining the oaths of the three first degrees as agreed 
upon by the masonic committee, wifi' handed in on 
Friday.] 

[The following is a correct transcript of the three 
oaths in the three first degrees of Masonry, as fur- 
nished by a Committee of the Grand Lodge of 
Khode Island, in the manner heretofore stated, and 
delivered to the Chairman, Mr. Hazard, by Grand 
Master Cooke.] 

OBLIGATION OF ENTERED APPRENTICE. 

“I, — ...... - , of ray own free will and accord, and 

in the presence of Almighty God and this Right 
Worshipful Lodge, erected to him and dedicated to 
holy St. John, do hereby and hereon (that is on the 
gUoly Bible, square and compass) solemnly and sin- 
cerely promise and swear, (or affirm) that I will 
always nail, forever conceal and never reveal, any 
of the secret arte, parts or points, of the mysteries 
of Free Masonry, to any person, under the canopy 
of Heaven, except it shall be to a true and lawful 
Mason, or within the body of a just and [lawful] 
regular Lodge of such ; and not unto him or them 
until after due trial, strict examination, or by the 
lawful information of a brother, I shall have found 
him or them as justly and lawfully entitled to the 
same, as I am myaelf. I furthermore promise and 
swear, . (or affirm) that l Will not write, priut, out, 
carve, paint, stain, or engrave them, [or cause the 
same to he done by others'] upon any thing moveable 
or immoveable, whereby the least letter, figure or 
character may become legible or intelligible, so 
that the secrets of the Crait may at any time be 
unlawfully obtained. 

e, AH this 1 promise and swear (or affirm) with * 


fixed and steady purpose of mind in me to perform 
the same, without any equivocation, mental, reeer-* 
vation or secrect evasion of mind in me whatever — • 

BINDING MYSELF UNDER NO LESS PENALTY THAN 
THAT OF HAVING MY THROAT CUT ACROSS FROM 
EAR TO EAR. MV TONGUE TORN OUT BY ITS HOOTS, * 
AND THAT BURIED IN THE ROUGH SAND OF THIS \ 
SEA, AT LOW WATER MARK, WIfERE THE TIDE 
EBBS AND FLOWS TWICE IN TWENTY FOUR HOURS. 

So help me God, and keep me steadfast in the per- 
formance of this my Entered Apprentice’s Oath and 
Obligation.” f 

FELLOW CRAFT’S OBLIGATION. 

J, — , of my own free will and accord, in the * 

presence of Almighty God r and this Right Wor- 
shipful Lodge of Fellow Crafts, erected to God , and ! 
dedicated to St. John, do hereby and hereon, in 
addition to my former obligation, solemnly and sin- 
cerely promise and swear, (or affirm) that I will 
always hail, forever conceal, and never reveal, any 
of the secrets of Freemasonry sppertaining to the 
degree of Fellow Crafts, to any person under the 
canopy of heaven, unless it shall be to a true and 
lawful Fellow Craft, or within the body of a just 
and [lawful] regular Lod&e of such, and not unto 
him or them, until after due trial, strict examina- 
tion, or by the lawful information of a Fellow Craft, 

I shall have found him or them to be as justly and 
lawfully entitled to the same, as I am myself. 

I furthermore promise and swear, (or affirm) that 
I will aid and assist all worthy distressed Fellow J 
Crafts, so far as I can do it without injury to my- ' 
self. I furthei more piomise and swear, (or affirm) ' 
that I will answer all lawful signs or tokens, which 
may be given or sent unto me from a true and 
lawful Fellow Craft, or from the body of a just 
and lawful Lodge of such, if within the first angle 
or square of ray work. 

| All this I promise and swear, (or affirm) with a firm 
and fixed/resol ntion to perform the same, binding 

MYSELF UNDER NO LESS PENALTY THAN THAT OF 
HAVING MY LEFT BREAST TORN OTEN, MY HEART 
TAKEN FROM THENCE, AND GIVEN AS A PREY TO 
THR BEASTS OF THE FIELD AND FOWLS OF THE 
AIR. 

So help me God, snd keep me steadfast in the 
performance of this my Fellow Craft’s oath or obli- 
gation. 

[The words “If within the first angle or square 
of my work,” are understood to have an allusion to 
operative masonry, and to mean a straight line from 
one comer of a building to the other. J 

MASTER MASON’S OBLIGATION. 

“I,- , of my own free willjand accord, 

and in the presence of Almighty God, and, this 
right worshipful Lodge of Master Masons, erected 
to Him and dedicated to St. John, do hereby and 
hereon, in addition to my former obligations, sol- 
emnly and sincerely promise and swear (or affirm) 
that 1 will always hail, forever conceal, and never 
reveal, any of tne secret mysteries of , freemasonry, 
appertaining to the degree of Master Mason, to any 
person under thp canopy of Heaven, except it shall 
bo a true and lawtul Master Mason, or within the 
body of a just and [lawful] regular Lodge of such, 
and not unto him or them until afters due trial, 
strict examination, or by the lawful information of 
a Master Mason, I sh^l have found him or theta to 
be as justly and lawfully entitled to the same as I 
am myself. 

1st. I furthermore promise ahd swear, (or affirm,) 
that l will answer all lawful signs and summonses, 
which may tie given or sent unto me from a true 
and lawful Master Mason , or from the body of a 
just and lawful lodge of such , if within the length 
of my oable-tow. 

8d. That I will aid and assist alt worthy distres- 
sed Master Masons, their widows and orphans, so far 
as 1 can doit without injury to myself or family. 

I fid That I will a brothbr’s secrxt* 
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AS MY OWN, WHEN COMMITTXD TO MX IN CHARGE 
AS SUCH, MURDER AND TREASON EXCEPTED. 

4th. That I will abide , by and support the by- 
laws or the Lodge of which I may become a mem- 
ber, the constitution of the Grand Lodge undor 
which the same is holden, and the general regula- 
tations of Masonry. , 

5th. I furthermore prpmise and swear (or affirm) 
that 1 will not be at the making of a. woman a Ma- 
son, a young man under age, an old man in dotage, 
■an atheist, a mad man, or a fool, knowing them to 
be such. 

6th. That I will not wrong a brother or deprive 
him of his good name or suffer it to be done by 
others, if in my power to prevent "it ; but will. 

APPRIZE HIM OF ALL APPROACHING DANGER, SO 
FAR AS IT SHALL COME TO MV KNOWLEDGE. 

7th. That I will not violate the chastity of a 
brother's wife % daughter , sister or mother , knowing 
them to be such, 

8th. That I will not give the Master Mason's 
word, except on the five points of fellowship, and 
not then above my breath, unless absolute necessi- 
ty shall require it. All this 1 1 promise and swear 
(or affirm) with a firm and fixed resolution to. per- 
form the same, binding myself under no less 

PENALTY THAN THAT OF HAVING MY BODY SEV- 
ERED IN TWO, MY BOWEL8 TAKEN OUT AND 
BURNT TO ASHES, AND THOSE ASHES SCATTERED 
TO THE fOUR WINDS OP HEAVEN, MV BODY 
QUARTERED, AND DISPERSED TOWARDS THE FOUR 
CARDINAL POINTS OF THE UNIVERSE, SO THAT 
THERE SHOULD BE NO MORE REMEMBRANCE HAD 
Or ME* AMONG MEN OR MASONS FOREVER. 

So help me God and keep me steadfast in' the per- 
formance of this my Master Mason’s oath or obliga- 
tion.” 

[Mate. Appended to this obligation wad the fol- 
lowing sentence, but it was hot read or sworn to by 
any one, during the examination, nor was there any 
evidence as to the source from which it came, or 
the authority on which it was founded.] 

“Succeeding each obligation a chrfrge is given 
which may be" fouud in Webb’s Monitor, and 
which explains the duty of a Mason under the obli- 
gat ion. The Monitor is used as a book of refer- 
ence by Masons, and is always depended on, for cor- 
rect information respecting the seven first degrees.” 

[JYole. In the same manner the following sen- 
tence appeared, appeuded to ihe entered Apprenti- 
ces oath. No witness testified that this explana- 
tion had ever been made in any Lodge, or by what 
Masons it was ever so explained. The Committee 
did not read it or ask any question respecting it, nor 
was it known except to those who furnished it and 
theCominittee, to be attached to the path, until some 
time alter. It should therefore be understood that 
this explanation is in reality no part of the testimony, 
because no inquiry was made respecting it, and no 
witness vouched for its accuracy. On the contrary 
every Masonic witness as well as seceders, swore 
that the oaths were no where explained different 
from what they read, in or out ot the Lodge. This 
paragraph was thrown in, as a mere supposition of 
the opinion of Masons, without stating what Ma- 
sons ; an explanation got up, without a shadow of 
Masonic, authority, to soften the oonth, since the- 
murder of Morgan. The only explanation of this 
sort ever given by Masons, was given in the Ad- 
dress of the Rhode Island Grand Lodge, put forth to 
quiet the jealous inquires of the people. The ref- 
erence to the by-laws has nothing to do with the 
oaths, as will be Bhown by subsequent testimony, 
the “ transactions of the Lodge” not meaning the 
oaths, but the ordinary business concerns. The 
Chairman of the Investigating Committee stated 
himself that he so understood it.] 

[“The explanation given by Masons of this penalty 
is 4 that I would rather have, or sooner have my 
throat cut, &c. than to reveal, dfcc.' And there is 
an article in the by-laws of ths Lodges in Provi- 


dence, which provides •* that if any member' shall 
disclose any of.the transactions of the Lodge , to the 
disadvantage of the Craft, &c. he shall be admon- 
ished or expelled.” (See 15th article ofthe by-laws 
of St. John’s Lodge r and the JL4th of Mount V£r- 
noaLodge.) 


Testimony of Anson Potter. ' [Continued.] 

Mr. Hazard , after reading to the witness the 
entered Apprentice oath, from the manuscript 
marked A. inquired ofthe witness if that oath was 
administered to him in the first degree. . 

' Witness. That I presume is about literally cor- 
rect, as it was delivered to me. There may bo 
some alterations that do not strike- me on hearing it 
read. 

Mr. Hazard. I now read from the same Lodge 
the form of the Fellow Craft Oath. 

Mr. Win. C. Barker, (Master of St. Johns Lodge, 
and most Eminent Command A r of the Encampment 
of Knight Templars) said, the first part is all the 
same as in the entered Apprentice oath. Mr. H. 
then read the Fellow Crait Oath, irpm the manu- 
script form. 

Witness. I presume that is the suhstance of the 
oath I took. I do not recollect the expression 
“square and angle of my work.” 

Mr. Hazard. I will read theMaster Mason’s oath 
furnished me by the Grand Master, and Mr. Wil- 
kinson, and Mr. Grinhell. He then read that oath 
from the manuscript, and asked if it was correct. 

Witness. 1 should think it was substantially the 
same. There are some omissions and verbal alter- 
ations. Among those to be excluded, in the oath I 
took, was a hermaphrodite. Ther'e was something 
in the oath relative to the grand hailing sign of 
distress.. 

[The clause in Bernard was handed to Mr. Haz- 
ard, which he wa9 requested to read to witness.] 

Witness. Something of that kind was in the 
oath. 1 never road the oaths in Bernard. So far 
^as the expression, “furthermore do I promise and 
swear that i will not givd the grand.hailing sign of 
distress, except I am in real distress, or for the be* 
nefit of the craft when at work,”L am pretty con* 
fident it was in my oath. At present it strikes mat 
that was about \ all relative to the grand hailing 
sign. 

Mr Hazard. Wer have been also furnished by the 
same Lodge with a copy of the charge adminis- 
tered before taking the oath, whioli I will read to 
youv 

To the oandidate. “ Before we proceed to give 
you the secrets of Freemasonry, will be necessa- 
ry for you to take an oath or obligation such as all 
Masons have taken before you; whereby you will 
bind yourself to keep inviolable all the secrets that 
may be communicated to you. This obligation is not 
intended to interfere with your religious or political 
opinions. And sometimes the form is changed and 
put in this manner: * This obligation is not intended 
to interfere with your duty to yourself, your neigh- 
bor, yonfr country or your God/ Have you any 
objection to taking such an obligation ? 

“ To the candidate who has no objection, the fol- 
lowing obligations t^re administered.” — Was that de- 
livered to you? 

Witness. I have no recollection of any inch 
charge before taking the oath. 

The II th Interrogatory was put to witness; if he 
knew of any secrets in Masonry except those dis- 
closed in Bernard’s Light and Allyn's Ritual? 

Witness. I never read Bernard’s Lighton Ma- 
sonry or Allyn's Ritual. I have Morgan’s Illustra- 
tions. The three first degrees in Morgan are sub- 
stantially correct. [It was here stated that Bernard 
was a copy frgm Morgan, in the three first de- 
grees.] 


12*A Interrogatory — If the By laws wera pub- 
lished, and if he knaw of apy secret by laws ? 
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Witness. I think theY>y laws were written, but 
not printed, I think. Iknew of no secret by laws. 

In answer to* the 13th Interrogatory, wiiness says, 
lio knew of no other oaths, than those he has stated. 
The 14th Interrogatory, he thinks he has answered 
before. ♦ 

To the 15th — If he ever heard the subject of Ma- 
sonic penalties discussed in a Lodge ? 

Witness. I don’t recollect that I ever did in a 
Lodge. I recollect after the Lodge Was closed, as 
it is called, in the sitting room of the Lodge, where 
we met to eat. and drink, as we usually did every 
night, hearing Masons on more than one occasion 
say, that the author of .lachin and Boaz, published 
in 1767, 'or 8, had been put to death by Masons, for 
divulging Masonry. This book 1 remember hearing 
talked of by Masons, twenty-five years ago. The 
circumstances under which I received it are faintly 
on my piind, Uni I am clear as to the fact. [Note. 
Mr. Haile wrote down this question, leaving out 
44 by Masons for divulging Masonry.” Mr. Turner 
insisted on having it put down in the words of the 
.witness. We believe it was finally done so.] 

Mr. Hazard asked if he understood them to say 
that the author of Jachin and Boaz was murdered f 

Witness. My impression now is clearly that they 
did not consider it as a murder , hut a necessary 
consequence of [Masonic obligations. It was mention - 
erf, as I presume, as a CAUTION to show the bind * 
in* nature of our obligations , and the importance 
of not divulging the secrets . 

{ Remark . — Some difficulty here occurred about 
writing down this answer. Mr. Haile made some 
observation, about ~the witness wishing to have His 
answer written down, which was not distinctly un- 
derstood, and it is therefore omitted. The witness 
explained “that he meant that in the conversation 
after the closing of the Lodge, respecting the killing 
of the author of Jachin and Boaz, the suggestion was 
it grew out of his Masonic obligations ; not that He 
was murdered , but that he was put to death, ac- 
cording to Masonic law. Witness was satisfied 
with leaving out this part, but that .was his under- 
standing^ It is a fact that the above answer, 
which is here stated in the precise language oi the 
witness, was entirely omitted in Mr. Haile's min- 
utes. The witness added further— “I considered 
it then as generally understood among Masons that 
Che author of Jachin and Boaz* was put to death in 
consequence of publishing the book disclosing Ma- 
sonic secrets, in violation of Masonic obligations." 

Mr. Hazard. Was the subject talked of openly, 
among the members ? and do you undertake to say 
they justified the murder ? 

Witness. It was never a subject of public con- 
versation. It would be difficult to tell at this time 
how I received it, but it was never a subject of 
public remark. 1 do not remember ever to have 
heard that circumstance discussed as to its crimi- 
nality. It was mentioned as a circumstance that 
had happened a long time ago, and probably never 
would happen again. 

16tA Interrogatory. Did you ever hear the sub- 
ject discussed of the power of the Lodge to inflict 
any higher penalty than expulsion, and did you ever 
know of any higher punishment ? 

Witness. I don’t remember ever hearirig that 
subject touched'upon at all, as to what power they 
had. I never knew of any punishment inflicted by 
the Lodge, unless the notice I had of being expel- 
led, is such. 

17 th Interrogatory. Were’ politics or religion 
ever discussed in the Lodge P 

Witness. Politics nor religion was never the 
subject of deliberation in a Lodge, when I was 
present. The charges appeared’ to be of a religious 
nature. My experience in a Lodge was probably 
not more than twenty evenings, fc presume it was 
a principle of the Lodge at that time to exclude 
politics and religion from the Lodge while it was 
•pen. 


18th Interrogatory. If witnesk ever felt/bound 
to give his vote for a Mason, in preference to a bet* 
ter man not a Mason ? 

Witness. No. For myself perhaps I have been 
under as little of that influence as any one. I have 
no doubt it has art influence, but I never considered 
it as growing out of tho professed principles of 
Masonry. There was nothing in the professed 
obligations or principjes of Masonry that imposed 
upon me any political duty. Nothing in that duty 
as I considered, which had the least bearing on my 
political opinions. I speak of it as it was as I un- 
derstood it, twenty years ago. I know nothing of it 
Bince then in the Lodge. 

Mr Hazard asked what influence he meant to say 
it had? v 

Witness. I meant to be considered that there 
no doubt was a considerable influence arising from 
a brother being at the head of a Lodge and making 
|. Masons, or from a brother being liberal and furnish- 
hig a supply of refreshments. It was a goneral in- 
fluence obtained by such means. In this state I 
do not recollect any instance of a mason treating a 
Lodge. 

19 th Interrogatory. If witness, when on a jury, 
would have been influenced by his masonic obliga- 
tions to give a verdict for a' brother mason, in pref- 
erence to one not a mason? 

Witness. It never would have' had that influ- 
ence on my mind, I trust. 1 considered the obliga- 
tions as leading to that; pointing that way', but they 
never had that influence on me. 

20 th Interrogatory. If witness ever knew a judge, 
jurpr, or other officer, practice upon this construc- 
tion of masonic oaths? 

Witness. I have been but little in' courts. I 
never saw any thing of that kind. 

21 at Interrogatory . — If the forms and ceremonies 
of Lodges in this ^nd other states are alike? 

Witness. They are, as far as my knowledge ex- 
tended. 4 remember in visiting a Lodge in Nor- 
folk, Va., the Senior Warden came out to examine 
me. I thought I was but an indifferent mason, but 
I found him so rusty, 1 had to instruct him in the 
pass signs, and 1 was praised for my being so bright 
a mason. It was praise I did not covet, for I never 
felt much desire to become .acquainted with the 
science of masonry as it was called. 

Mr. Hazard. Masonry is the only science I know 
of, in which the greater the ignorance the greater 
the merit. 

Question from Mr. Turner.— What was the na- 
ture of the subjects usually discussed among the 
members, after the Lodge was closed? 

Witness. After the Lodge was formally closed, 
the subjects discussed in the Eating Room were 
various. There was no regular subject. Desultoiy 
conversation and songs. Usually sung about our- 
selves, showing what worthy men we were. 

Question from Mr. Paine — Did you promise in 
your Master's oath to obey. the grand bailing sign 
of distress? 

Witness. I think that in my Master Mason’s 
oath, 1 did promise to answer the grand hailing sign 
of distress. I am not positive it was in the oath; 
I think it was. 1 am confident it was in the oath, 
or that 1 was so charged. 

Question from Mr. raine. — If that sign was. made 
to you, how did you consider it bound you as a 
mason? 

' Witness. I believe I never made up my mind 
fully how 1 should act in that case. I never made 
it, nor had it made to me. I wish to convey the 
idea that I never felt myself much bound by my 
masonic oaths. If it had been to the extent of a 
quarter or half a dollar, to a worthy brother, and 
perhaps more, I should have answered it; hut not at 
the expense of principle. 1 trust 1 never should 
have done that. 

Question from Mr. Paine. — Did you ever hear a 
mason justify the murder of William Morgan? 
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Witness. I never heard a mason fully justify the 
murder of Morgan. I have heard them use expres- 
sions which seemed to imply a sentiment that way. 

Mr. Hazard here spoke up with some warmth. 
— The Committee are not desirous of hunting up 
scandal. 1 consider it no better than scandal, to sit 
here to hear our fellow citizens charged with' justi- 
fying murder. 

Mrr Turner said he presumed the Committee sat 
here to get at the tigth, which lie had always under- 
stood to be no slander. 

The testimony of Anson Potter here closed, and 
the minutes taken by Mr. Haile, were read to the 
witness, and by him signed. 

Willard Ballou. — Fourth Witness . 

Resides in Warwick, R. I. Is a throstle spinner. 
I am now a Mason. Have never publicly seceded. 
Have taken seven degrees. I was admitted and 
took the four ‘first degrees in the town of Paris, 
county of Oneida, State of New Yoi*k r in Federal 
Lodge No. 80. Took the other degrees in a Chap- 
ter at New Hartford, New York. I have been mas- 
ter of a Lode in Rhode Island, Warwick Lodge. I 
think it was in 1828. 

Mr. Hazard read the Entered Apprentice Oath, 
from the Grand Lodge paper. » 

Witness. “My body buried, A as I received it:— 
(instead of that, the tongue buried.) The substance 
is the same as the oath I received in N. York, it 
differs some in phraseology. 

The Fellow Crafts oath being read. Witness says 
that part stating 1 will always hail and never reveal, 
&c. is included in the Entered Apprentice oath, and 
not given in this. The same oaths I have taken in 
N. York, I have heard administered in Lodges in 
this State. I took the six first degrees as laid down 
in Bernard substantially. 1 have examined that 
book and the oaths as there given are substantially 
such as I received in J\. York, and have seen admin- 
istered in Rhode Island , up to the three first de- 
grees. 

The Entered Apprentice oath is the same, as in 
Bernard. The Fellow Craft is the same except 
squkre and angle of my work. 1 have seen the 
three first degrees administered in Manchester 
Lodge, Coventry, and Warwick Lodge, R. I. [At 
the reqnestof Mr. Paine, Mr Hazard read the Mas- 
ter Mason's oath from Bernard.} Witness says that 
part, I will fly to the relief of the person giving the 
grai\d hailing sign of distress should there be a 
greater probability of saving his life than loosing 
my own, is in the oath. -He is certain that he swore 
in his Master Mason's oath to support the constitu- 
tion of the Grand Lodge of the U. States which is 
not in Bernard. He also distinctly remembers that 
clause, that if any part of this obligation be omitted 
I will hold myself amenable thereto, whenever in- 
formed. That is subslantialy correct as I received 
the oaths. I have heard the oaths in the three first 
degrees administered in this State, in the same form 
in Manchester and Warwick Lodges, except some 
clauses in the latter oaths were left out. The oipis 
sons are, “ that T will remember a brother Master 
Mason when on my knees offering up my devotions 
to Almighty God." This is loft out .in the Rhode 
Island Lodges. Also, “ That l will go on a Master 
Mason's arrand when required." No other materi- 
al alters lion in tfip oath. 

Mr Fiine requested that witness might be asked a 
question relative to the members of Manchester 
Lodge having used Morgan's book to initiate a can- 
didate. ‘ * 

Mr* Hazard evaded it, and among other offensive 
remarks, said, “ The Masonie dunghill has produced 
a great many .intimasonic vermin'* 

Mr Turner , (aside) — “ And you think you are 
the cock ot the walk to gobble them up, but you 
will find youraelf mistaken." 

Question from Mr Paine . Did you ever receive 
a letter in Masonie cypher. If so state it. 1 


Witness hag received a letter in the Royal Arch 
cypher addressed to l\im at Warwick, post marked, 
MidJletown, Uppor Houses. There was nothing in 
the letter but the following signs. 

FL>LT1L OV 
VALLVL 

The reading of the /signs was* 1 REYENGE IS 
SWEjETE,’ when interpreted by the explanation laid 
down in Bei nard,p. 138. Ibave never taken the de- 
gree of U. A. Mason. I never have formally with- 
drawn from Ma-onry. I certified a paper that Ray 
Potter gave the penal clause of the Entered Appren- 
tice oath correct. I gave the certificate 25th J uly last, 
f have no means of ascertaining whether the Royal 
Arch signs I received came from a Mason or an An- 
timnson. I can merely give my supposition. 

Question from J. S. Harris, (Antimason.) Will 
you state what yob believe to have been (lie occa- 
sion of your receiving that letter ? 

Witness. In 1827 I thiifk, I was at Manchester 
Lodge, Coventry There were two candidates to 
be initiated that night. There was no one present 
that belonged to the Lodge, that felt competent to 
give the obligation. Several of the members in- 
quired, if any of them had got Morgan's book, and 
they could give tho obligations out of that. I told 
, of it afterwards. That I supposed was the reason 
of my receiving that letter. 1 know of no other. 

The last degree f received was Most ‘Excellent 
Master. The fourth degree which I took was called 
the Union degree. 

In answer to question from Mr Hazard. I had 
seen the R. Arch Chapter cypher some jears before 
I saw it iu Bernard. 

In answer to question from Mr Wm. Harris, (An- 
timason) if there was a penalty in the Union degree?* 
Thera was a penalty in the Union degree. It was to 
have my body severed from shoulder to hip, diago- 
nally. 

Question from 'the same. Was the word affirm 
ever used in any Masonic oath you ever heard ad- 
ministered. 

Witness. I never heard it used or used it my- 
self. 

Barney Phelps. — Fifth Witness. 

Resides ; in MansvlUe Sroilhfield, R. Island. I am 
a Machinist. I have taken three degrees in Ma- 
sonry. i have never publicly seceded. I am not 
an adhering Mason. I took my degrees in Colum- 
bia Lodge, No. 34, in Brattleborough, Vermont. — 
The oaths administered to me were substantially the 
same as those in Bernard. There is no material va- 
riation. 1 received the degrees in the Fall of 1826 
I think. I was convinced that the obligation* were 
not binding on me, after about two years.. I con-, 
sidered them binding for about two years. 

Question put hy request. Did you. ever hear any 
Mason in or out of the Lodge, justify the murder of 
Morgan ? 

Witness . I heard a Mason say ’ that allowing 
Morgan had got his throat cut from ear to ear, and 
the book he liad published was true, justice wau 
done him, or words to that effect. - . 

Mr Hazard here began to look stern*and proposed 
a number of queries to the witness. 

Witness. The Mason waa Timothy Bracket of 
Guildford Vermont. It was sometime in October, 
1830, in the highway near the doer of his House. — 
His wife was present, and a sister of mine. Don*) 
recollect that any body else was present. I stopped 
at his house in a wagon, and he came to the door.-^ 
The subject of Masonry was introduced among us. 

I thought it was not justiee to murder Morgan. Hu 
did .not appear to be angry. We were on friendly 
terms. I never heargl a if thing but that he wls a 
respectable man. 

Mr. Hazard. Were you oh good terms ? 

Witness. Yes, ve rreie fri* adtyv 
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Mr. Hazard. Ah ! He was your friend then 
was he ? 

Witness. I considered it so. 

Mr. Hazard. Welt , this is a pretty office to do 
your friend, to slander him in thii way. (Mut- 
tering.) These kind of teil tale thiugs— contempti- 
ble ! 

[The witness who was an entire stranger, and a 
diffident and very respectable young mechanic, here 
seemed greatly distressed at the treatment he re- 
ceived. Recovering himself he said I was asked 
sir, and I thought 1 must tell because 1 had sworn 
to tell all the truth.] 

Mr Hazard. The Committee haVe no desire to 
listen to these slanders. 

Oran Pakcard— Sixth Witness. 

Beside* in Cumberland. Is a Blacksmith by pro- 
fession: I suppose I am a Free Mason. 1 have ta- 
ken five degrees. Took three in Massachusetts in 
Pacific Lodge, at Amherst. Took the other two in the 
Mark Lodge, at Cumberland, R. 1. 1 Ihink in 1827. 
[A question was put by request, what had occurred in 
the Grand Lodge in 1827, when he was present, 
relative to the murder of Morgan.] At the time 
they chose officers of the Grand Lodge, at a regular 
Lodge meeting in Cumberland, R. Island, I think 
in 1827, it might have been in 1828. Richard An- 
thony was Grand Master at the time. There was 
present Mr Peter Grinnell one of the officers, Bar- 
ney Merry, if I am not mistaken, and 1 believe 
Samuel Greene, and some other gentlemen from 
Providence I 'do not recollect. Richard Anthony 
spoke about the killing of Morgan. It was the first 
time I heard of the death of Morgan. Mr Anthony 
eaid there was no doubt that Morgan was killed. 

1 He 8A1D PROBABLY IT WOULD COME QUT IN PRINT 

shortly,HE said he should read it in his family 

THE SAME AS ANY OTHER PRINT, AND LET IT PASS, 

or words, to that effect. Nothing else passed upon 
that subject in the Lodge, as I recollect. 

Mr Hazard. Are you a political Anti mason. 

Witness. No. 

Mr Hazard. Are you a Mason then ? 

Witness. I have not set in any Lodge since 
then. - * 

Mr Hazard. Have you seceded. 

Witness. No Sir. 

Mr Hazard. Let us know whether you are fish, 
flesh or fowl. After a pause Mr H. said do you 
consider yourself bound by any of the obligations 
of Masonry ? 

Witness. I do not 

' COMMENTS. 

[Several questions had been prepared to ask Mr. 
Packard, who had reluctantly obeyed a special 
summons, obtained from the Committee by the re- 
quest of Antimasons. Mr. Packard had never se- 
ceded, and though disposed to tell the whole truth, 
he evidently labored under strong apprehensions of 
the consequences of displeasing the Masons. Pre- 
vious to his examination he had said to an individ- 
ual that the understanding of the Grand Master and 
others present, respecting the killing of Morgan, 
seemed to be that it was the duty of Masons to pass 
it over and say nothing about it. Questions were 
prepared to bring out this fact fully, but at this time, 
it being after dinner, Mr Hazara had become so 
stern and almost savage in his manner toward the 
witnesses, that it seemed cruel to expose them to 
his sarcasms, by proposing any question. The com- 
mittee shew no disposition to get at all the witness 
knew on this subject, and it is a remarkable fact 
that Past Grand Master Anthony was not called to 
explain away this singular circumstance, nor (to 
our knowledge) was any other person named by the 
witness, as present in the Grand Lodge in 1827, 
questioned at all on that point by the Committee,— 
The faot,as4t elands unexplained, is this. That the 
witness, a Mason, heard the killing of Morgan first 
mentioned, in a Grand Isodga, by the Grand Mas- 
ter, who. said there was m doubt be was kiUed t 


and. this too, long before it was at all believed, in 
Rhode Island, out of the Lodge , that Morgan had 
been murdered, and at the very time Masons out 
doors , were pronouncing the accounts from the 
West lobe abominable lies, and declaring in their 
papers, that Morgan was travelling about the coun- 
try, or up in Canada, selling his books ! The Grand 
Master told the Masons then, as this witness depos- 
es, that Morgan was killed, and probably it would 
come out in print shortly. Even he, doubted the 
power of Masonry to keep tlfb murder out of 
print, but says he, if they do print it 1 shall read h 
in my family the same as any other newspaper sto- 
ry and lei it pass ! Without a word of censure, 
though he knew the penalties Morgan had swora 
to ana that lie had been killtd, by Masons, in literal 
conformity to those penalties. This fact shows too, 
that the Grand Lodges in different states, knew of 
the murder of Morgan, long before it was believed 
by the public. They could only have Jefirnt it, at 
that period, from the Maspnic bodies in N. York, 
and yet they did all in their power to keep tbs 
people in ignorance of that crime. Such is the mo- 
rality inculcated in the Lodge Room ! To illus- 
trate the baleful influence of 'Masonic oaths, still far 
ther, it should be stated here, that Past Grand Mar 
ter Anthony, alluded to by the witness, is a highly 
respectable manufacturer, and a citizen whose 
character has always commanded the highest re- 
spect. He knew of the murder of Morgan, it ap- 
pears in 1827, and yet he stopped the Rhode Island 
American, some time after, when that paper came 
out Antimasonic, and endeavored to aid in bringing 
the murderers of Morgan to justice*, merely be- 
cause it published what he knew to be facts re- 
specting Masonry ! Such facts defy comment !] 

Friday Afternoon, December 9. 

Abraham Wilkinson — Affirmed. 

Resides in North Providence. Never was a Ma- 
son', and does not think he ever shall be. 

Question. Have you ever beard any Mason or 
Masons express their approbation of the killing of 
Morgan ? If so, who were they, what did they say, 
when was it, and on what occasion. 

Witness. I have a number of times, soon after 
the news of the abduction of Morgan. Some Ma- 
sons would justify it and some would not. 1 recol- 
lect but one at this time, who justified the killing. 
That was Samuel Greene, then of N. Providence. 
He said that if Morgan had disclosed the secrets of 
Masonry, he did not see why any body need com- 
plain, for he had suffered no more than his just de- 
serts, or what he had agreed to. Either one or the 
other of these expressions. It was made in the N. 
England Pacific Bank, or by the door. There were 
several present. It was sometime in 1828, 1 think 
William Harris was one who was present, I do not 
recollect any other. The subject of the abduction 
and murder of Morgan, led to this conversation.— 
It might have been commenced by me. I took an 
early interest in the subject, and was considerably 
excited about it. There was an argument between 
me and Mr Greene, at the time.' He appeared to i 
be some considerably excited. The argument was 
not of great lengtl?. Mr Greene spoke vmh his usual 
warmth, when in argument. Not any more as 1 
know of. 1 have found in a great many conversa- 
tions on this subject, some Masons justify the mur- 
der, and some not But I never found any who did 
not seem to get over it very easy, with a smile at 
the excitement. ’ I cannot recollect When or where 
I have beard other Masons express this opinion, but 
have frequently heard them say that Morgan was 
a poor, dissipated, perjured rascal, • and if he was 
killed he had met with hia just deserts, and that I 
was meddling with what was none of my business. 
And when I said what a serious circumstance it was, 
and mentioned his wife and children. Masons have 
said, she „wa s not his wife, only a prostitute picked 
up in the streets of Philadelphia. I have been 
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i threatened fo^my attempts Is investigate this subject 
i ) was la the Roger Williams Bank, Providence, in 
: 1 828, 1 think. Nathaniel Smith and Wm. Harris 
were present Samuel E. Gardner, of Smithfield^ 
Cashier of Lime Rock Bank and Master of Mount 
Moriah Lodge, came in. After salutation he said to 
: me, I understand you are a patron or encourager of 
r that. Free Press, at Pawtucket. Suppose I am, said 
I, is there any thing in it unlawful, that I have not 
a right to do ? Why, says he, it will do you more 
- injury than every tiling you ever did in your life. 

Says r, you alarm* me, be good enough to Vejl mo in 
i what way I aui to betajured for doing that. Says 
i he, it wilj be done wrrjg 49 unseen hasp." 

Mr. Ifazard . Are you well acquainted with Mr 
1 jQ-afdner, and did yog consider him a hot headed 
1 young man, who would otter such expressions with- 
. out any meaning, and 'did you consider what he 
said in character as a mere bravado, or did you be- 
< ,Jiov 9 it ^ras intended as a warning, or g threat ? 

Witness. I have koown him for fifteen years. — 
He is pretty free (rifted)* in conversation, >talks 
■freely, apd speaks his mind without the fear of any 
body,ap«l never saw any thing in him but what I 
considered him to be a correct young man. I con- 
, side red W* 1 ®* he said to be in exact accordance with 
J the principles of Masonry* I dould not tell what 
, he meant, but his countenance looked white, as it 
' he spoke the aentiments of his heart. 1 was tmpros- 
. sed seriously with my danger upon reflection, and 
•have remained so ever since, having aeon nothing 
-to alter, but much to add to my cause for it. 

Mr. Hazard. Were your opinions tormerly 
Jriendly to Masons ? 

Witness. Yes. I did not withdraw my cqn$- 
dence from them. Until this Morgan business. 

• Questions handed in by Masons st the table. 

1 st. Whether you have called the Masonic Hall 
in Pawtucket, the slaughter house f Ans. Y es. 

2J. Did you ever say you did not doubt that five 
hundred' persons had been put to death ip St. Johns 
Hall? 

Witness. I have no recollection of eyqr saying 
.that I believed any person had been murdered in a 
Lodge in Rhode Island. 1 may have said that ! be- 
lieved the Institution had been the cause of the 
death of hundreds. I meant to couple it with the 
obligations of the institution which enjoin death. 

Here Mr. Hazard went into a long cross exami- 
| .nation respecting the reasons witness had for believ- 
ing that the-aulhor of Jgchin and Boag was killed, 
apd for his belief that other masons who had reveal- 
ed the secrets, had been put to death. Mr. H. particu- 
larly pressed the witness as to the date of the pub- 
lication of Jachin and Boas/|tc. Witness wished 
to have time to coosult the publications in which 
he had seen these statements. His impression was 
that it wss Samuel Pritchard whowas found mur- 
dered in the etreets of London, about a hundred 
years ago, or more, and that Misonry dwindled to 
Aiothiug in consequence and became the laoghityg 
.•took of the boys. 

The deposition wge here left for the witness to I 
produce documents on this point. 

William Harris of N. Providence, Manufactur- 
er,affirmed. Was present on an occasion when Sam- 
uel Greene, (named by forrfier witness.) of Paw- 
tucket, a' high Mason, said that if MQrgan had been 
guilty pf disclosing the secrets as had been charged 
on him, he had suffered justly. 

J^fcr. Hazard . Have you heard any other Mason 
justify 'the murder ? . , „ ! 

“ Witness 1 believe I have heard one other Ma- 
■on justify the murder of Morgan. It was Mr Bar- 
ney Merry, of North Providence, recently Grand 
Master of the Lodge. He oW™ed that If the ac- 
count wax correct, ti Morgan had revealed the se- 

•Thit was explained to have reference to a term com- 
mon in the lumber business. A board isfru r^tad # wben 
it apiilseesyv 1 


crets of Masonry, M daaervod Ms tot#* funnel q 
mason and never have been. Some ten or twelve 
years since T was encouraged by Mr Hesekiah 
Howe, then of Pawtucket, a Royal Arch Mateo, tq 
join the Lodge. 1 asked him this question, whether 
if by any meant, sleeping or waking, I should be 
weak enough to disclose any of, the oaths or secrets 
of Masonry, what would be the consequence ? H§ 
said, very solemnly, it would be death. He resides 
now in New York, near Albany, is a manufacturer,' 
at the establishment of David Wilkinson, as I have 
understood. Said Howe' is a Royal Arch Mason, t« 
l am informed, and waa at that time. He Was a 
pretty free spoken man. He was most open on 
Masonry, of any man 1 knew at that time. 

Witness . Has not had any other material cop 
versation. About two years qgo, waa in convey 
eation with a person grho is a captain of ol vessel.—^ 
Witness would prefer not to stale his name, bnjt 
could do it if it were npcesaary. 

Mr. Hazard insisted bn the name. 

Witness He had been a high Mason. Hit name 
was Chase, Joseph, l think. He now resides in 
Pawtucket Her stated to me that in a voyage ha 
had made, some years before, about 2$ perhaps, 
they were in distress, and saw a French vessel ap- 
proaching. His captain gave the French' vessel a 
Masonic signal, but couUInQt bring her to. fie came 
to Mr. Chase and stated that he could not bring the 
vessel to. He then undertook it himself as being p 
higher Mason, from what I could draw from bun, 
and after baiting the ship, gave a Masonic signal.— , 
Said Chase in relating this circumstance, suited 
the action to the word, and made the signal in my 
presence, probably not supposing that f would un<i 
derstand it I then said to him I knew how he did' 
it, by giving the grand hailing sign. [Witness herq 
pointed out the sign in Allyn’s Ritual p. 152 . and 
said that prat the sign he made.] (L>pt.,C. then beg- 
ged of me not to mention the feircuniitance to any 
one, for he was fearful that the Masons would serve 
him as they did Morgen. It struck me that J>e was 
alarmed. 1 stated to him that I woylej flotjnjarg 
him. This was my reason for dqpli$|ug io gif# the 
name. I then stated to him what I had seen in Sol- 
omon Southwick’s paper, ^hat he had for some time 
telt himself in jeopajdy, but there was one consola- 
tion that Masons had already killed one too many , 
to attempt the like again. ’ 

Mr. Hazard asked if this remark was made by 
South wick when he was a candidate lor Governoi? 

Witness. 1 think before. « 

Mr. Hazard. It is tkie first time I evor beard 
any body quote Solomon Southwigk, except John 
Howe. 

Question by Mr Simmons. .W|i Sam 00) .Greene 
ppt to be excited when arguing on Masomy, &C- 

Witness. It is my impression that he .was, and « 
he was "pretty zealous. The juma remark would 
not apply to Barney Merry. He is a very cool man. 

I think there was no argument between us. I think 
it was produced by one question alone, and that, 1 
think carue from ine about the kidnapping and prob- 
able murder of Morgan. The conversation with 
Merry might have beep g year after the news of 
Morgans murder or more. 

Question by Mr. ifazard (respecting hie knowl- 
edge of masonic pigns.) 

Witness. 1 am troubled with . rather a ehogt 
memory— but at that time could give a number of 
them. It requires a retentive memory to be a 
bright mason, 1 have studied Barnaul's Light on 
Masonry and I think he goes to 44 degrees include 
ing French and Prussian. My inducement in aUtdy- 
ing the signs was to watch the operation dr Free- 
Maaonry-*- which 4 havi done for the iaqt ji2 years. 

Question by do. Were you a signer of the late 
Anti Masonic memorial, and member of the late 
State Convention? 

Witness. I was. I wag early in this subject 
and was at the first Anti M^fnic Convention uktfc* 
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State. For that aot in earning forward and being a | I asked of the people ef the house the liberty (9 
member of the Anti Masonic State Committee. step into some other room, by ourselves. We went 


(Mr Hazard here interrupts witness and says — 
‘•then you are a party”)— -1 was accosted by a friend 
oi mine, a high mason, who stated to me with a great 
deal ef earnestness, that I had better keep back in 
the back ground — that he' was persuaded that it 
would be very much to my injury to have my 
name made use of in that way — he said I might do 
as much in the hack ground— I might push the 
thing as hard as I pleased against masonry, but as 
a friend he prayed that I would not come forward 
again in the way that I had. 

This was Crawford- Titus, with whom 1 have been 
intimately acquainted for 12 or 15 years. 

Question, by do. . Were you present in the late 
Antimasonic Convention— did you vote on.the ques- 
tion declaring the Anti-masons a political party— or 
did you approve of that vote and are you attached 
to that party ? Ans. I believe you may say all 
thsit — 1 was present— 1 think I did so vote and I 
approve of the vote and am attached to that party. 

Question by Mr. * Simmons . At what time did 
Mr Titus give you that advice ? and what did you 
suppose was his object ? It was about two years 
since, I think, before Anti-masonry assumed much 
of a political character in this state. I cannot say 
osilively what his object was— but supposed it was 
ecauae he was fully acquainted with the operation 
of masonry end out of purely friendly feelings to - 
tcardsme. 

Mr. Hazard hero wehtinto a vexatious-examina- 
tion about the state of parties, tiargeant’s trench 
law suit and quarrels in Pawtubket where Mr Wil- 
kinson was interested against Masons. 

, Witness. There was a* strong party feeling in 
JPawtncket — there wa9 bitterness' of feeling in the 
community there. T^ere was such $ suit. David 
Wilkinson was a Mason. ^ 

Mr. Hazard. Were you present at the R. W. 
Bank when the conversation between Mr Wilkinson 
and S. E. Gardner, mentioned in the deposition .of 
Mr Wilkinson, took place ; if so what part of it did 
you hear? 

Witness . I was present and heard the latter part 
of it— that part of it in which Gardner said it would 
be done by an unseen hand . 

It being late in the evening, the Committee ad- 
journed. 

Saturday Morning, Dec. 10. — The Committee 
met at 10 o’clock, present as yesterday. 

Dr B. W. Case of Newport, was called and 
sworn, and the Committee examined him for about 
an hour. In the mean tinie Rev. Daniel Greene, 
who had justified the murder of Morgan, as stated 
by Mr Chase, appeared and requested that he might 
be examined in regard to the conversation with Mr 
Chase. . Whether he had been summoned by the 
• Committee, or had appeared voluntarily, was not 
explained. 

Mr. Hazard directed Dr Case a (seceding Ma- 
son) to suspend his testimony, and Mr Greeue, (an 
adhering Mason) took, the stand. 

Rxvd. D+niei* Greene, (Mason.)— 7th. Witness. 

Mr Haile read to witness that part of the deposi- 
tloii of Levi Chase, which alleges that witness de- 
clared to him, Morgan had suffered accordingly to 
his obligations, and he was asked if he recollected 
that conversation ? *■ 

Witness. 1 reqollect if my memory serves me, of 
having three conversations with Mr. Chase in pri- 
vate, on the subject of Masonry. The first was at 
Captain Bakers. 

[Mr. Hazard here said, “ Mr Coeke, we shall want the 
other oaths.” Mr Cooke, the Grand Master then handed 
a paper to Mr Hazard. It should be borne in mind that 
Mr Greene was the first Royal Arch Mason exam- 
ined, and. it was necessary to avoid having to recur to 
♦he oa.lhs in Bernard, ehoulcf any question be asked.) 

Witness The conversation is not all correctly 

toted by Mr Chase. After some other conversation, 


into another room. 1 asked him if he had visited i 
Lodge lately. He said he had not. 1 told him i: 
ras doubtful whether he could get into a Lodge at 
that time, if he had not visited one for some time,ai 
there was a great deal of excitement in conse- 
quence of many books that were about, and son* 
imposters The Grand Lodge had taken great pre- 
caution, and instituted something new among them 
to check these impostors, when they should appear, 
and that if he had not learnt that, he could not be 
able to visit a Lodge until bo had; and I should ad- 
vise him to get it immediately, if he intended to vis- 
it the Lodges. I don’t remember that any thing 
particular took place after that. I told him if he 
had been there last night, I could have vouched for 
him and he could have taken the degree, and that 
he could not get it except at the Lodge of which be 
was a member, or by being vouched for by a brother. 
There was no conversation at that time, that took 
place with us, respecting the murder of William 
Morgan. I don’t remember particularly. 

Mr. Hazard. Was there ever any conversation 
between you relating to the murder of Morgan? 

Witness. 1 would like to be asked a question on , 
that point. 1 had a conversation with him on that 
subject, alone by otirselves, in my keeping room, 
after eleven o'clock at night . I can’t remember just- 
ly how the conversation was introduced, but the 
substance, I think was this. He asked me if I be- 
lieved that Morgan was murdered, or his life been 
taken. I told him that according to the accounts 1 
had received, the best I could get, 1 believed he was. 
He then asked roe if I believed the Masons did it I 
told him I believed they had, according to the ac- 
counts I had received in the papers I read. My ex- 
pressions were these, that I thought it waa an afbful 
thing before God, yet we were not to blame for wbat 
others did, and that there was no society but what 
had its bad members, and that he well remembered 
that our Congregational brethren in Salem hung 
the Quakers, but we were not to be blamed for it. 
I never justified the murder of Morgan, no further, 
and never meant to be understood so. 

[Mote. A question was here written by Mr. Hal- 
lett, and handed to the Committee, “ If a Congrega- 
tional Church should retain at its communion, mem- 
bers who had hung the Salem Quakers, and all other 
Congregational Churches in the country, should con- 
tinue to fellowship that Church and be bound to re- 
ceive the murderers at their communion table, 
should you excuse them by saying they were not to 
blame for what others did?” While Mr. H. was wri- 
ting this question, Mr Greene said that lie was very 
unwell, and wished to be excused from having 
questions put to him. He had only come to explain 
what he understood Mr Chase had said about him. 
He should prefer being examined further, if neces- 
sary, some other time. The Committee did not put 
the question, nor was it put Afterwards.) * 

The witness here entered into an earnest de- 
fence of himself. He said, it was the injunc- 
tion of my father in law, whose ashes are now 
in the grave, that I was about to take an obli- 
gation which waa not to interfere with my politics 
or religion. I was a witness in a case in Boston be- 
fore Judge Wilder, in which A. Wilkinson was 
Plaintiff and Benson Defendant. It was between a 
Mason and an Antimason, and I fold the truth in 
favor of Mr Wilkinson, (the Antimason.) lama 
Mason. I have gone to the orders of Knighthood. I 
took the three first degrees first, then up to the Roy- 
al Arch, and then to the Knight Templar. I took 
them inclusive' to the Knight Templar, in the 
Lodge of Pawtucket and Chapter and Encampment 
of this town. I do not recollect . the names of the 
persons who gave me the degrees. 

Question by request. Are the oaths and obliga- 
tions that were taken by and administered \p you, 
the same as these contained in AUyn ar$ Bernard? 
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.Witness. .1 could not tell you. I b*ve never 
read Allyn or Bernard. 

Question by request, dan you repeat the Knight 
Templai’s oath ? 

Witness. The oaths of the higher degrees, / 
could not remember if it was to gain a Kingdom. 

The oaths of the Entered Apprentice wsb then 
read to witness, as furnished by the Grand Lodge. 

Witness. I should think in amount about Sie 
same.' I thought there was some variations in 
some of the words. [The witness was not asked to 
point them out.] 

The Fellow Craft’s oath was read and Master 
Masons from the same paper. 

Witness. According to the best of my informa- 
tion or memory, they seetn to me to be substantial- 
ly the same. 

Witness does not recolleot that part of the obliga- 
tion, that he will hold himself amenable thereto if 
any part of the obligation is omitted, whenever in- 
formed. Never heard any thing of the kind. 

Witness was asked, by request, if hfe remember- 
ed the following clause h. the Master's oath, fur- 
thermore do 1 promise and swear should l ever hear 
the grand hailing sign of distressed th6 person giv- 
ing it being-in distress, 1 will fly to his relief, &c.’ 

Witness. My memory does not serve me, so as 
to be able to state correctly, whether 1 recollect any 
thing about it. He begged tabe excused at this 
time. 

Mr Hazard here said that the Committee did not 
contemplate examining him in full extent. The 
Committee had prepared interrogatories, embracing 
the whole subject. 

Witness said as to the higher degrees he' could 
not attempt to give them. 

The witness was here excused, with the under- 
standing that he would be called again, if warned. 

[JVo/e. It was thought remarkable by some, that 
the witness should remomber his three first degrees 
pretty accurately, which he took many years ago, 
and yet could not remember the higher degrees, 
which he had taken much more recently if it 
were to gain a Kingdom.** It should be remember- 
ed that no masonic witness, at this time, had been 
examined as to any degrees above the Master, nor 
was it known, while he was under examination, on 
Saturday, that the Masons had handed in any oaths 
above the third degree. Several questions were 
written by Anlimasons, with a view of drawing out 
the oaths in the higher degrees. The witness, how- 
ever, plead indisposition, and pressed the Committee, 
to exouse him, until some other time, and he was 
excused. He was called again several days after, I 
anil examined further. Id this report the order of 
time in which each witness was examined, will be 
preserved, unle33 where it 'is stated to be other- 
wise-] 

Nathan Whiting.— Sth' Witness. 

Resides in East Greenwich. Is an Attorney and 
Counsellor at Llflr. Is a Mason, has taken three 
degrees together * with the check degree. Took 
them in King Solomon’s Lodge, at East Greenwich. 
Has been Master of that Lodge. Hardly thinks he 
can repeat the oaths from recollection. The Grand 
Lodge oaths in the three first degrees, were then 
read to witness. 

Witness They are substantially the same, with 
some variations as I took, and have administered, them 
insaid degrees. It sometimes used to be administered 
In the Fellow Craft, 1 within the length of my ca- 
ble tow,’ instead of Square and angle of'iny work.’ 
In the Master’s degree after * murder and treasou 
excepted,’ is added, and that at my option. — 
This was the usual form. In other respects this 
Master's oath read is substantially the same witness 
has been acquainted with. 

(The Chairman was here requested to read the 
oaths to witness from Allyn, but be refused. He 
was then requested to put to him the clauses in the 
oath ift Allyn not given in the wiitten oathehanded 


in by the Grand Ledge. 'This was finally don in 
a very reluctant manner.] 

Witness was asked by request if in the Master’s 
oath he recollects this clause, ( That I will not give 
the grand hailing sign of distress. Doles* I am in 
real distress/ &c. 

Witness. 1 think I never heard it in the oalhs,a» 
-ed ministered. 

Question by request. Is it taught in the Lee* 
tures? 

Witness. It is as a matter of instruction. 

Question by request, Is the duty of obedience 
to ibis sign taught at the same time, as a Ma- 
sonic duty ? 

Witness. The use of the sign and the duty to 
obey it are also taught, and pointed out. in the Lee* 
lures. 

The several clauses in the oath given in - Allyn, 
not included in the Committee’s oaths, were marked 
off, and the committee requested to put them to 
witness. Mr Hazard inquired if the committee 
saw any importance in putting the questions to 
show the difference ? Some conversation took 
place between the Committee, on this point. . 

| Mr Hazard, said he considered that the . varia- 
tion toefe wholly immaterial. 

Mr Sprague considered that it was of some im- 
portance. 

Mr Hazard insisted it was wholly immaterial;. he 
said the difference .between the oath, was merely 
verbal. As the oath is repeated from memory, it is 
impbssible it should always be alike. Hr. Case has 
testified that. 


Mr Hazard here complained of the' trouble the 
Committee were put to, by these questions. Mr. 
Hallett offered to take the written oaths and com- . 
pare them with the printed, and prepare questions, 
and point out all the differences. Mr Hazajji wished ~ 
he would do so, and the written oaths of the 3 first 
degrees, were afterwards handed to him for that 
purpose. 

Mr Turner said it was useless to prepare ques- 
tions for the Chairman to tear up. Mr Hazard 
said he bad tore none up that ought to be put* Mr 
Turner said he thought differently. Mr Hazard 
replied that be should tear them up, if they word 
not considered material. Finally Mr Hazard agreed 
to put the omitted clauses to witness, and the fol- 
lowing clauses from the Master's oath in Allyn'g 
Ritual were read. 1st. “ That 1 will not be at the 
initiation or raisiug a candidate at one communina- 
lion, without a dispensation.’* 2d. That 1 will go 
on a Master Mason's errand even barefoot, to save 
his life or relieve bis necessities . 

Witness. The first is given in some inst&ncea,but 
not generally. The second. No. 

3d. “ That if any ((art of my obligations is omit- 
ted at this time, 1 will hold myself answerable 
thereto, &c” 

Witness does not recollect that it was ever so> 
administered. 

* Question from B. F. Hallett. Did you ever, ae 
Master of a Lodge, explain the penalties in the three 
first oaths, and if so at what liuie, and in what 
manner. 

Witness.- I never gave any explanation of the 
penalties . 

Questionfrom the same. Did you ever deliver 
Lectures in the Lodge, and it so, what subjects did 
they treat of; Were they designed to explain the 
signs and ceremonies ? 

Witness. I have delivered lectures. They treat- ' 
ed of moral subjects, and were in explanation of ihe - 
inode and manner of initiation, and working in the 
Lodge. 

Question from the same. Did you ever receive 
a check degree or oath, and by whom, and for what 
reason was it instituted. 

Witness.. 1 received a degree, called the check 
degree and understood it to have been adopted o ik * 
account of Morgan's disclosures. 
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' ^uetfcion from do. Where did you understand it 
Originated ? 

Witness. I understood it Originated ini and was 
prescribed by the Grmkd Lodge of A e w York, la ud 
recommended toother t Lodges. .1 do not remember 
whether I took an oath in that degree , or not. 

At 3 o’clock, P. M. The Committee adjourned 
Until 10 o’clock Monday morning. 

Monday Morning , Dee . 12. 

Committee met at 10 o’clock, Messrs. Hazard, 
Sprague and Hrfite present Simmons absent. . 

Johw Brown— JW nM Witness. 

t Resides in East Greenwich, (is Clerk of the 
Court of Common Pleas for Kent County.) 1 have 
been a Masoh. Was initiated in North -Carolina 
rising twenty fire years ago. Took five degrees in 
the samp winter. Never hate taken but five de- 

f rees. 1 was told that one of ttie two last degrees 
took,was Wrong, (the Mark Masters, )as 1 received 
them. Have not been in a Lodge of Mark and Past 
Masters since. Hate been a-member of East Green- 
W.ich. Lodge (and Secretary of it) for many years. 
J.do not consider myself a seceding Mason. I was 
expelled as 1 understood. 1 had violated no obli- 
gations of Masonry. I had even avoided reading 
Morgan’s book that. I .might avoid belrig questioned 
its to its truth. I had given my opinion freely of 
the Institution as to its antiquity, and the truths of 
itstradithmW-that they were unfounded. I bad 
stated to {be Lodge that at the expiration of the 
office of Secretary, which I then held, I should no 
longer frequent the Lodge. I considered the obli- 
gations binding on me to eonceil the seqrets, until 
the Grand Lodge gave what I Considered a dispem 
sation, m their Addressts the people in June last. 

. Mr Habard inquired whether lie was a political 
Anti-Mas&i. 

. Witness . t do no{ understand Antimasonry to 
be political acskuch ; butl consider that it is oblig. 
pd to act politically to accomplish its object in put- 
ting 4pWn thd IristUutiop of Free- Masonry. 1 
'cannot -repeat thaobligatHine verbatiid. 1 recol 
lected enough of thilm to aVoid the. Violation of them. 

The Entered Apprentice oath from the G. Lodge 
paper wa# read. 

. Witness. That is substantially the same I think, 
except the body buried, instead of the tongue. 
Fellow Craft’s oath read from same form. 
Witness. The FelloW Craft’s oath,! think is sub- 
stantially the same. It almost carries me bfcck to 
the scenes 1 passed through. f - 
* The Matter's oath' was then irbad. 

Witness. In the Master’s degrefc,** and that at 

mt own .option," I recollect was used after <r mur- 
der and treason excepted. Witness refers to the 
practice of -administering the oath itj the Lodge at 
East Greenwich [a Lodge subordinate, to the Grand 
Lodge, arid but 13 mOes distant from ihe Lodge in 

J ’rovldence.j I think in the penalty it read that 
here should be no more remembrance had among 
men and more especially among Masons , of so vile 
'd. rptttch as 1 shall be were I. ever to violate my 
&c. 

jifr bfai&ri. Have you not confounded the oaths 
received in one Lbdjp wrtli those you have heard 
in another. _ 

Witness . I received all this degress I ever took in 
2?orth Carolina, >nd I 'may have blended tbe*oaths 
jb there received with those kduiinstered in East 
'Greenwich Lodge. 

Question by request.— In the Lectures what is 
’the answer to the qusstion 11 wfiftt chokes yen a 
Mason?" . 

The only answe 1 ever beard is ** mv otus*- 
tion*"* 

Question by do. t DM you ever betr'eii affirni- i 


Witnttt. 1 arter heard ihe word aflrm need ia 
any oath.' 

Mr Hazard. There appears to be a haekling 
about that word. 0id you ever know any one to 
refuse to swear in a Lodge. 

Witness. I never 'did ? ' 

Question ly request. Were you ever asked in 
the Lectures why you had a cable tow round 
your neck or body ? 

Witness. I remenfber but little of the Lectures. 
My impression is the question was asked. 

Question by do. Was the answer that it was de- 
signed to show that tf* you advanced in Masonry, 
the oaths become more and more bidding ? 

WiiieSs does not recollect. 

Question by Committee. Before taking the oath 
were you bid that it would not interfere with your 
religion .of politics ? , 

Witness. . I have heard the question usually ask* 
ed by thd Master whether the candidate is willing 
to take ah obligation that is not to interfere with hie 
religion or politics. My impression is, it is invaria- 
bly asked inthe Master’s degree. I am not certain 
as to the other degrees. - 

Question from B. F. Halletl. Did yon ever 
know ih.e penalties in the oaths to he explained in a 
Lodge to mean any thing but death ? 

Witness. Only as they were given. I never 
knew any other than the literal con stkuctiojc, 
as they read. I never heard them explained io mean 
any thing but what they say.*’ 

Question proposed by Mason's'. Did not the by- 
laws of the Lodge provide for the expulsion of a 
member who should disclose any of the transactions 
•f the Lodge ? ' 

Witness. Thefe. Was no article in our by-laws 
ts expel a member for disclosing the transactions tit 
the Lodge. There Was an article in the by- laws 
for expeiling a member who should, violate them. 

Question frofo W. Paine, Jr. Were the Oaths 
incorporated into the by-laws ? 

Witness. They were not. They were not ts be 
written. . . 

Question from B. F. Halle tt. What is un- 
derstood by the transactions of the Lodge Room ? 
Do they include the oaths and penalties, or merely 
the business. 

Witness . They do* not include the oaths or pen- 
alties, as I have said before, and relate only to the 
tiufcineas of the Lodge. 

[Mr. Haile did not j>ut down eithef the above 
question or answer, saying it was unnecessary, be- 
cause the witness had answered it before ] 

Mr. Haftird wits here reques*ed by, WafterPaine, 
Jr. to question the witness as to the variations be- 
tween the Master Mason’s oath, as handed in by 
the Grand Lodge, and the printed oath in Allyn. 
Mr Hazard said this was puting the committee to 
a great deal of unnecessary trouble. If Mr. Paine 
wanted these Questions put, it was his business to 
have then there in writing. 

B. t. /fa/Jett— You asked Ihe other day, 
(Friday) to prepare the variations between fue 
written and printed baths, and I went without tny 
dinner in order to do so, while the committee ad- 
journed at noon. When they met in the after- 
noon, I handed you the variations, with all -the 
questions' we wished to have asked respectingthem. 
You took the paper, and without reading it, imme- 
diately stripped it Up so, (making the motiofi of 
leisurely tearing up papek in small strips) and thtciV 
the pieces under the t&ble: 

Mr. Hatard. Did 1 1 Welt, well - Gan’ t yod 
write them out again? He was told that they 
could be written out again, and (bat in the 
mean time the witness could be asked respecting 
the variations, as they were marked bff in pencil, ia 
Allyn’s form. 

Mr. Hazard theft read from Allyh the first clause 
omitted in the Grand Lodge oath; vis, "I will not 
gbrisibt tSftnd hAiMngsjgn* ewejd J.M In rest 
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&•&<*, « for tfo harit&t of tbo CUtt, when at 
work ; and should I Sea that sign gifenj or hear 
the words accompanying it, I will fly to the relief 
■of the person *o giving it, should there be a greater 
probability of saving nis life th.tn losing my own.” 

Witness, I remember something about it. 1 re- 
member 1 was charged to obey that sigh as far as 1 
tould set it by day, or hear the explanation bn night. 
I do not retollfefet the worde “ for the benefit of the 
Craft when at work.” 

Mr. Haiard next read this printed clause I 
will not be at the initialing, passing or raising a can- 
didate at one Communication, without .a dispensa- 
tion from tho Grand Lodge lor that purpose. 

Witness. 1 dorit recollect any such thing. 


COMMENTS. 

[Mr.. Haile has put this down wrong, and made 
the witness contradict himself by putting the 
ferong answer to No. 2 of the questions marked E. 
This witness was questioned out of Allyn, ftom 
variations marked in pencil, before the written 
variations were used by the Committee, they hav- 
ing been torn up, as above stated. The second 
question Mr. Hazard, atiktd, hi in on the variations, 
urAS as above, to which Witness answered No. 
Mr: Haile in bis minutes here, calls the 2d varia- 
tion as follows^ “ 1 will apprize him of all approach- 
ing danger,” and then puts the. witness down as 
saying •• I do not recollect any such thing,” when 
Just before he has sworn to these precikl words in 
the Written form of the Master’s oath, prepared bj 
the Grand Lodgd. This blunder of Mr Haile was 
not corrected by witness* because the questions and 
answers were hot read over to him directly togeth- 
er. It however furnished a valuable Ainf at the 
time, to a looker on, by which Mr. Haile whs after- 
wards unconscious! ymade to put questions in a form 
that caused several adhering Masons to *swear to a 
certain expression when told it wAs in the Grand 
radge Oath, and theft afterwards to swear they 
never heard it t when it was read to them from a 
paper marked E., as one of the variations, in Allyn*s 
printed form ! This striking fact will be shown in 
its proper place.] 

Mr. Haxaktly then proceeded to put the variations 
to witness, vht. “I will apprize a brother Mason 
of all apfWoaching danger.” 

Witness. Yea. 

M Will go on a Master Mason's errand barefoot. 
&c.” 

Witness. Don’t recollect that. 

**Jf any part of this my solemn obligation la omit- 
ted at tills time, I wilt hold mySelf answorable 
thereto, whenever informed.” 

Witness. Recollect that, and think the oath' is so 
administered. 

Mr. Hazard here put the l(Hh standing interroga- 
tory, whether witness considered lie gave and took 
jurisdiction, as far as he could, over fife, by assum- 
ingthe penalties? 

Withers. I think L did understand the oaths, 
that 1 gave the Lodge jurisdiction over my life, as 
!far as i bid the power. I understood that I sub- 
jected my/mlf to these pennl ties, .and that I te as to 
share iA the some jurisdiction. That was the con- 
struction as l then understood it. 1 thought from 
the antiquity of the Institution, and that every 
thing that was done having been sanctioned by king 
Solomon and both the Holy St Johns, it must be 
right Moreover Nathan WhiSnjg (master of the 
Lodge) was the first Mason I Aver heard say that 
the penalties were not 16 t/e so understood aud in- 
flicted; and that was after the murder of Morgan. 
I do not now so corisidCr them. 

[Most of this answdr is left out by Mr. Haile.] 

14th Interrogatory. If when he took the opths, 
he considered them incompatible with civil duties. 

Witness. 1 never ‘expected they would come in 
conflict with my religious, moral nr tf vil obliga- 
tions. i did not bestow much thought upon it, 
tut as Ihare before said, eohsiderefl the antiquity 


ahd character of members of the institution to b* 
-such as would sanction wliat it enjoined. 1 was to 
keep the secrets, I considered, subject to. the penalty. 

I did not exercise any private judgment about it; 
but considered Iroui the antiquity ot tUe Institution.; 
and its being sanctioned by euch names that its ob- 
ligations must be Correct. , And were 1 Convinced 
of the truth 6f its traditions and its antiquity, as 
taught in thd l,qd^e3, I should feel that I had done 
wrong in ansiye'ing any interrogatories. That 
them wm no power that could bo liiglrefihan such 
a power, to. make me depart from my voifr of se- 
crecy. 

24th Interrogatory. What do you consider the 
objeet of Masonry to' be? 

Witness. 1 have had different views of it. 1 
have in former timos, when -I believed its traditions, 
and the date of its origin; had an exalted opinion of 
it. At other times l considered it as a mutual in* 
s u ranee, not as a benevolent Institution What 
they call cHArity is not such, but merely a right of' 
claiming what is one's due. 

16th Interrogatory. Did you ever hear the nt* 
lure and extent of the penalties discussed in any 
Lodge. 

Witness. I think I never heard the nature and 
extent of the penalties discussed in a Lodge. There 
is perhaps some explanation in the- Lectures. We 
. sometimes had lectures after the Lodge was closed. 
The explanations are laid dotfu in the Lectuies. 

l?th Interrogatory. Did yott ever hear a Lodge 
claim the power to inflict a higher punishment than 
expulsion? 

Witness. 1 do not know that I ever heard it 
mentioned in a Lodge that they had* power to in* 
flict any higher penalties than , expulsion, nor eveii 
expulsion except as it is mentioned in the by -laws; 
f never knew personally of any punishment by A 
Lodge. 

18th Interrogatory,, relative to politics and relig* 
ion. x 

Witness. I never heard the subject of religiori 
, or politics discussed in a Lodge, and I think the 
by-laws prohibit it. I never knew a Lodge ttf 
nominate a candidate for political office* or combine 
as a Lodge, fd fcfefct him. 

In answer to 21st Interrogatory. 

Witness. I never practiced on the construction 
that my Masonic oaths boftnd me to favor a Masoft 
to the injury of one who was not. If I had a favwf 
to bestow I considered 1 had a right to select wbtf 
I would bestow it on. 

Question by request. Did you jbelieve that your 
Masonic oaths lwtond you to assist a Mason to the 
injury of one not a Mason ? 

Witness. I considered if I could assist but on*$ 

| i should give a brother the preference.. 

In answer to 22d. ' 


Witness. 1 never knew Masonry to be ustod as a po- 
litical engine, or to obstruct the course of -justice fed' 
far as my own observation has extended, but I am 
satisfied it has been I now. answer from my own 
knowledge. If the question was put to me' 
do I know if General Jackson is President of the 
U. S. I should answer nbt of my personal knowl* 
edge. Witness wishes his answer that he never 
knew the grand hailing sign lobe given orprad* 
ticed upon by a Judge, &c. in a Court of law to bd 
understood as speaking of his own personal knowl- 
edge. The grand baiting sign, as stated in Bern* 
ard. witness recollects to have received part of. 

Queofton from Waltejr Paine, Jr. What is. the 
manner $r motion with which a Mason enters and 
leaves A Lodge ? 

Witness. By giving* the due guard of that de- 
gree, a aign which he gives en entering and leaving. 

The Witness was owed by Mr. Pains in explain 
what that sign is ? 

Witness hesitated. The principal MaaOns at tba ' 
table appeared uneasy. 

Mr Hazard. If you have any daKege^ iM 
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disclosing thoso signs, we have no id * « of burden- 
ing any man's conscience. 

Witness. 1 do not know that 1 have gone so far 
as that. 1 do not know that l have ever violated 
my obligation of secrecy. I never took any obliga- 
tion to conceal the oaths. [When the witness was 
asked to disclose the n&lure of this sign the Ma- 
cons sitting at the table evinced a feeling something 
like horror at the sacrilege they seemed to antici- 
pate would be committed. They were evidently 
much relieved by the reluctance o( tjie witness to 
answer. The witness was readily excused by the 
Committee. The circumstance is worthy remark, 
as illustrating the wonderful power Masonic oaths 
have to bind down their victims. Even this re- 
spectable witness, though he was convinced Ma- 
sonry was a wicked institution, and had entirely / 
renounced it, yet (such was the force of the ille- 
gal and criminal oaths be had taken) he telt a re- 
luctance to reveal the secrets he had improperly 
sworn to conceal.] 

Question from W. Paine, Jr. Did you consider 
yourself bound as a Mason, to give a preference to 
a Mason, over a person not a mason, under the same 
or similar circumstancesf 

COMMENTS. 

[Mr Hazard had uniformly put this. question, and 
he continued to do so afterwards, in this form, which 
rendered it entirely nugatory, viz. — * Did you ever 
vote for a ^candidate you least liked , and thought 
least qualified, because he was a brother Mason, in 
preference s to a better man , not a Mason, of your 
own political sentiments' 

Mr. Paine and other Antimasons, insisted this 
was an unfair question, because it Masons preferred 
one another over all other men, in like circumstan- 
ces and acted accordingly, then men not Masons, 
who were justas good citizens as Masons were, did 
npC stand an equal chance in society, and this was 
one of the evils of the Institution we .complained of 
as interfering with equal privileges and equal rights. 
The Mason stood with those not Masons, precisely 
as if he was not a Mason, while with those who 
were Masons, he was sure of a preference. This 
gave him a decided advantage. It was not intended 
to confine tins question touching Masogic prefer- 
ence, to politics, but to extend it to trade, business* 
misfortunes, or any other situation where a prefer- 
ence could be given to a Mason, by Masons, to the 
disadvantage or* neglect of one not a Mason. — 
Instead of putting it in the form it was present- 
ed by Mr. Paiue, Air Hazard proposed it in his own 
way — thus. 

If two men, one a Mason and the other not, of 
equal qualifications, were placed in precisely the 
same situation as political candidates , is there any 
thing in your Masonic obligations which would 
oblige you to vote for the one who was a Mason, in 
preference to the other ? 

Witness. If men of equal talents both stood 
equally in my opinion, and the brother solicited me 
as a brother, I can 4 t, say but I should consider my- 
self bound as a Mason to have preferred him. The 
nature of the connection is such. It was a case 
that never happened with me, for in almost every 
instance, there has been something to distinguish 
between candidates for office. 

Mr. Hazard. Do you belong to any other society 
except the Masonic ? 

Witness. 8ecret Society, do you mean? 

Mr. Hazard, fto. Religious society. 

Witness. Yee. 

Mr Hazard . Well, in cases where every thing 
was equal, would you not act in the same manner, 
between a brother in the Church, who was a 
candidate for office, and a person who was not-a 
brother? 

Witnebe. I presume I should. 


comment*. 

.[A further attempt was made to have this question 
put in the form Mr Paine had proposed, but with- 
out effect. .It may here well be remarked that the 
preferences in society, arisiug from moral, religious 
and other organizations, though in many cases inju- 
rious to equal rights, by leading to combinations 
of one class of citizens against all others, are fully 
atoned for by the great good which these associa- 
tions effect in •community, to the presentation and 
improvement of which, they are. essential. Besides, 
the members of such societies are openly known, 
and they have no means of secret concert and - co- 
operation, unknown to other men. Every man v not 
of their socioty, consequently knows how to antici- 
pate their preferences. But Masons exercise this 
preference in secret, even without it being known, 
that they are Masons. They are bound to obey se- 
cret signals, with which persons who are Derfect 
strangers to each other may be brought to co-oper- 
ate secretly at any moment, and in any place. Thus 
a man not a Mason constantly labors under disad- 
vantages that he knows nothing of and cannot coun- 
teract, and whenever be comes in contact with a 
Mason, though he stands on precisely equal footing 
with him, he must be the looser, because Masons will 
{turn the scale against him. Thus when the evi- 
dence is balanced before a jury, between a mason 
and one not a mason, masons on the jury, how- 
i ever honest as men, will feel a sufficient bias from 
their Masonic relation te tarn the scale in favor 
of the brother. 'These are every day situations 
in which persons not Masons, may be placed, with 
Masons, without reference to politics* which go to 
show that a man not a mason, has not a fair chance 
in a community where some are mason&aud others 
not. He is therefore compelled, either to become 
a mason, or to continue to lubor under these disad- 
vantages.] 

Question by request, Irom Antimasons. Did you. 
ever know a Mason or his family to- receive in 
charity as much money, as be bad paid into the 
Lodge for fees and quarterly dues? . 

Witness. I think there has been one instance, 
since i have been a member of King Solomon's 
Lodge, in which a person did receive as much and 
perhaps more than he had paid in.. He was tick 
sometime. 1 think he received more. 

Question by request, from do. How much mo*, 
ney was paid out of your lodge for charity to dis- 
tressed members, while you were Secretary ? 

Witness. I never knew any money paid out in 
charity during the four years I was Secretary- of 
the lodge. I knew of no applications for charity, 
in that time. 


[Allyn’s Ritual, with variations from the written 
oath of the Grand Lodge, marked off .in pencil, was 
again referred to by Mr. Hallett, and Mr. Hazard 
w.as requested to put these variations to the wit- 
ness. lip to this time the paper marked E., con- 
taining these variations, was not in' possession of 
the Committee, Mr, Hazard having torn up the first 
copy Mr. ‘Hallott handed te him. Of- course this 
witness could not have been questioned from in- 
terrogatories marked E. as is represented in Mr. 
Haile's minutes. He was questioned in part from 
the Master’s oath in Allyn, viz : 1st. “ I will not 
give the Grand Hailing sign of distress, except I 
am in real distress, or. for the benefit of the craft 
when at work.*’ 


Witness. I recollect that part, except the words 
“for the benefit of the craft when at work.” I 
do not- recollect positively whether it was in the 
oaths or the lectures. I am positive that it was 
imposed upon me as a duty which I was. to per- 
form, that I would not give the Grand Hailing 
sign, except I was in real distress. 1 recollect hav- 
ing heard this inculcated in substance, I cannot re- 
collect whether It was in the oath or lecture. I 
considered it obligatory. } have never refreshed 
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my memory an have avoided reading Bernard on 
the lower degrees. 

2d. *< And should I see that sign giverf, or hear 
the words accompanying it, 1 will fly to the relief 
of the person so giving it. should there be a greater 
probability of saving his life than losing my own.” 
Witness was asked if he remembered that injunc- 
tion ? 

Witness. I think I have heard that injunction 
given rather stronger. “ As far as I could see the 
sign by day, or hear it by n ; ght,” I was required 
to obey it. 

The part relating to^passing and raising of a can- 
didate, witness does not recollect. To keep a Mas- 
ter Mason’s secrets, murder and treason excepted, 
and that left at my option, witness distinctly recol- 
lects, as he has before stated. The clause relating 
to going on a Master Mason’s errand, is not recol- 
lected. Witness says, I think it is not in the ob- 
ligation, but I have heard it somewhere inculcated 
as a duty. 

Mr. Hazard , inquired if he might not confound 
what he had* heard, with what he had read in 
Bernard or AUyn ? 

Witness. I never read Bernard or Allyn. 

Theclause was read to witness from Allyn, 
•• That if any part of this obligation (Master’s oath) 
he omitted at this time, I will hold myself amen, 
ble thereto, whenever informed.” 

Witness. It appears to me that is done on some 
occasions when the person administering the oath 
is not perfeot in it. I cannot be positive.. 

The examination of Mr. 1 Brown here closed. 

Tuesday Morning , December 14. The* Commit 
tee met at 9 o’clock. Present as before. William 
Wilkinson, Esq. was Called and sworn to tell the 
whole truth. 

[O*Th0 testimony of this witness is entitled to 

S articular attention from his high standing both as a 
lason and anjndiyidual. He has held the highest 
Masonic offices in the State, and many out of it, 
and is a citizen of great respectability of character. 
Being one of the oldest and most intelligent mem- 
bers of the Order in this country, and mo9t zealous- 
ly attached to it, it is certain that if he cannot de- 
fend and explain its principles when on his oath, so 
as tp remove all doubts, and show Masonry to be a 
valuable and excellent Institution, no Mason living 
can do so. The examination of Mr. Wilkinson oc- 
cupied one whale day , and yol Mr. Haile has com- 
pressed it into four or five pages, suppressing by 
far the most important answers given by this wit* 
ness. Throughout the examination, Mr Haile, un- 
der the direction of Mr. Hazard, persisted in not 
putting down the questions and answers considered 
most material by Antimasons. Thejexcul patterns of 
Masonry, were carefully recorded to the letter, but 
the confessoty, contradictory and confused answers 
of the witness on his cross examination were as 
carefully excluded. Not only so, but the witness 
was requested by the Committee to allow Mr Haile 
to erase an answer already written down, which had 
an unf&voable bearing upon Masonry. This was the 
.first Masonic witness fully examined touching the 
oaths, &c. The grossly partial conduct of a major- 
ity of the Committee on this day, put an end not 
only to all Confidence, but to all hope that they 
would conduct the investigation as honest men, in 
search of truth ratber than political partizans in 
. pursuit of the best means to secure an election.] 
Testimony or William Wilkinson, Esc, 
[lOfA Witness.] 

Mr. Hazard commenced With the general inter- 
rogatories. 

Witness, in answer to 1st. lam a Freemason — 
Have taken twelve degrees, viz. Entered Appren- 
tice, Fellow Craft, Master Mason, Mark Master, 
Past Master, Most Excellent Master, Royal Arch, 
Knight of the Red Cross, Knight Templar and 
Knight of Malta, generally considered one degree. 
The Royal Master knd the Select Master’s degress 


I afterward* icceivod. I know nothing about them, 
and i could not wtfrk myself iulo a Lodge of these 
degrees, (meaning, as was understood, the two last.) 
I was initiated into the first degree in this room * 
(the Senate Chamber of the State House, where the 
Committee were holding their investigation,) by Sr. 
John’s Lodge, Providence, No. 2, on the 24ih of 
June, 1792. [Thus it will be seen that Masonry 
began with taking possession of * the Halls ol Leg- 
islation,* as Orator Brainard says, and transformed 
them into her Lodges. To this - day the Senate 
Chamber of the State House' in Kent county, R. 
Island, is alternately occupied, by the Masons of 
King Solomon's Lodge, and the Senators of tho 
people, and we believe is jointly owned, as far as its 
occupation is concerned, by the State and the Ma- 
sons!] 

Witness. Daniel Stil well was then Master of the 
Lodge,but Moses Seixas [a Jew who disbelieved the 
Christian religion] performed as Master at my initi- 
ation. I received the two next degrees, the same 
year, in the same Lodge. The Chapter was first 
opened in this town, (Providence,) in 1793, and I 
was initiated into the three next degrees in the 
same room, in November the same year and the R. 
A. in the same year. 1 received the other degrees 
except Royal and Select Master, in St Johns En- 
campment, Providence, and the Royal and Select 
Master in the Council of Royal and Select Masters* 
in Providence. I was among the fiist who were 
made Royal. Arch Masons in Rhode Island, having 
received the, degrees on the first evening a Chap- 
ter was opened in this State, and this Chapter 1 think 
was the 2d Chapter opened in New England. , 

2nd Interrogatory. 

Witness. There was an oath administered to me 
when taking each of these degrees. 

3d question in relation to what is said to the can- 
didate before taking the oaths. 

Witness. It is so long since I received the En- 
tered Apprentice degree, that I cannot say whether 
there was, but my impression always has been that 
there was from the fact that when Master of a 
Lodge I always stated the same to the candidate. I 
have presided in Lodge and Chapter as high as the 
R. A. degree. It was merely verbal, and might have 
differed. The precise words I ’cannot 'remember, 
butthat was the substance ; that the oaths are not 
to interfere with religion or politics; thofevery. thing 
relating to religion or politics is excluded. We 
receive the Jew as well as others. I should have 
rejected an Atheist. Further than that we did not 
go — and this practice ha9 I believe been invariable. 
We considered we had nothing to do with his reli- 
gion, further than to require a belief in God. 

In answer to the 4th Interrogatory. 

Witness. I cannot state the obligations. I nev- 
er was a book Mason. It is nearly twenty years 
since I have heard them. When we get old we 
generally drop off, and only go occasionally to the 
Lodge. There aro two degrees. Royal and Select 
Master, of which I can give no account. I have 
examined the throe first degrees banded in by 
the officers of the Grand Lodge: They are 1 be- 
lieve the same without variation; as I too&and have 
usually administered myself, and which I took.— 
TUo reason why I cannot repeat them id, it is twen- 
ty years since I have beeh much where the lower 
degrees are administered. We have hitherto re- 
frained from giving our obligation?. At the request 
of the Committee they have been given in writing 
now. / know of no injunction' to keep the oaths se- 
cret. I saw the obligations m Jaehin and Boas about 
40 years ago, but except that, 1 have never seen the 
obligations printed or writleo until aa read to me 
now: 

Mr. Hazard. It is unnecessary to explain that 
farther. 

Witness. I would wish to give some reasons to» 
the world. It has never come tojny knowledge 
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(hat rite obligations were ever written or printed, 
bat handed down by tradition. 1 hare never aeen 
them written till now. 

\Mr Hails here proceeded to read the written 
oaths of the higher degrees, as furnished to the 
Committee by the officers of the Royal Arch 
Chapter. The Rctyal Arch oath was first read .to. 
witness, then the Mark, Past and Most Excellent-; 
Masters, and the Knight* of the Cross, Knights 
Templars and Royal and Select Masters. A request 
was made thaUlv witness should first be examined 
from the printed datlui in Allyn, before the oaths 
agreed upon by the Masons, were given to him, as 
leaders., to inform him what he was expected to fay, 
but m Hazard peremptorily refused to permit the 
Witoess to be questioned in any other way, at first, 
than by reading to him what he took care to inform 
him was the oath* agreed upon by the R. Island Ma- 
sons. The oaths thus furnished in writing, are as 
pdlow.] 

% MARK MASTER’S OBLIGATION. 

I — r — , of iny own free will and accord, 
and in the presence of Almighty God, and this 
lodge Of mark master masons, erected to him, and 
dedicated to St. John, do hereby and hereon, in ad- 
dition -to my former obligations, solemnly and sin 
eerely promise and swear (or affirm) that, I will al* 
ways hail, forever conceal, and never reveal any 
pf the secret arts, parts or poii.ts of the mysteries 
of frqemasonry appertaining to the degree of a 
mark master, to any person under the canopy of 
Heaven, except it shall be to'airue and lawful mark 
master mason, or within the body pf a regularly 
ponstituted lodge of such, and not unto him or them, 
pntil after due, trial, strict examination, or by the 
lawful information of a mark master, I shall have 
found him or them to be as justly and lawfully en- 
titled to the same as I am myself. 

I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that 
2 will answer all lawful signs and summons which, 
may b? given or sent unto me from a try e and law- : 
ful mark master mason, or from a regularly con- 
stituted lodge of suofa, if within the length of my 
/cable tow. 

•2d. Thai I will aid and assist all worthy dia- 
bwped mark master masons, their widows and or-' 
£>hnns, so far as I cau do it without injury to my- 
self or family. 

# 3d. That I will not pledge my mark a second 
«tim« # without redeeming it the first, neither will I 
receive a brother’s mark in pledge without grant- 
ing him his request if in my power, if not I will re- 
turn him his mark with the yalue thereof, which is 
p>ne quarter of a dollar. 

4th. That 1 will not alter my mark nor suffer it 
stp be done by others, if in my power to prevent it, 
After it has beep once recorded on the lodge book 
Aept for that purpose. 

otb. That 1 will abide by and support the by- 
laws of the mark lodge, of which l may become a 
member, the constitution of the general, and state 
grand chapters under which the same is holden, 
and the general regulations of masonry. 

All this I promise and swear (or affirm) with a 
fixed and steady purpose of mind to perform the 
same, without any equivocation, mental reserva- 
tion^ or secret evasion of mind in me whatever— 
binding myself under no less penalty, than that 
of having 1 my right tar smote of \ so at not to he 
aMlfi to ktarpht word, my right hand struck off, so 
as not to be Mo to give the sign ; so heip me Ged. 
and keep me steadfast to perform this ipy mark 
master’s obligation. 

PA$T MASTER’S OBLIGATION. 

I — r 6f my o^vp free will and accord, and 

<4n .the presence of Almighty God, and this lodge 
Af .past Master masons, erected to Him, and dedica- 
ted ti> St John \ dp .hereby and hereon, ip .addipon 
to my former obligations, solemnly and sincerely 

,p omise and swear (tr affirm) that I will always 


hail, forever conceal, and never reveal, any of ths 
secret arts, parts or points of the mysteries of free- 
masonry appertaining to the degree of a past master, 
to any person under the canopy of Heaven, except 
it shall be to-a true .ind lawful past master, or within 
the body of a regularly constituted lodge of such, 
and not unto him or theui until alter due trial, 
strict examination or by the lawful .information of 
a past master I shall. have found him or Ibfitn to be 
ss justly ami lawfully entitled to the same as I am 
myself. 

1 furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that 
I will answer aN lawful signs and suiiimoQjes which 
roqy be given oi sent unto me from a true aud law- 
ful brother of this degree, or from a regularly con- 
stituted lodge of such, if within the length of my 
cable tow. 

2d. Thai I will aid .and assist aft yorthy dis- 
tressed past masters, their widows an4 orphans, so far 
as I can do it without injury to myself or family. 

3d. That I wilt not rule nor .govern the lodge 
over which I may be appointed to preside, "in an 
arbitrary or illegal manner, but agreeably to the 
by-laws adopted by- a majority of the members lor 
the ’government of the same. 

4th. That I will abide by and support the by- 
laws of the lodge of which I may become a. mem- 
ber, the constitution of the general, an^ state grand 
chapters under which the same is bplden, and ibe 
general Regulations of masonry. - 

411 I promise and swear (or affirm) with f 
fijrm and fixed purpose of mind to perform the same, 
without any equivocation, menial reservation or 
secret evasion of ining in me whatever, binding my- 
self under no less penalty than that of haying my 
toungue cleave to the roof of my month eo as not 
to he able to give the word, so help me God and 
keep me steadfast to perform this my past master 
mason’s oath or obligation. 

MOST EXCELLENT MASTER’S OBLIGA- 
TION. 

I r —1 of my own free will and accord, 

and in the presence ot Almighty God, and this 
I*odge of most excellent masters, erected to Him, 
and dedicated to St. John, do hereby and hereon, iq 
addition to my former obligations, solemnly and 
sincerely promise and swear (or affirm) that I will 
siwayp hail, forever eonceal, and never reveal, any 
of the secret arts, parts or points of the mysteries 
of Freemasonry, appertaining to the degree of a 
most excellent master, to any person unde/ the 
canopy of heaven, except" it shall be to a trjoe and 
lawful mo$t excellent master, or within the body of 
a regulaily constituted Lodge of such, apd .not unto 
him dr them, until after due trial, strict examination, 
or by the lawfyul information of a roost excellent 
master,! shall have found him or them to be as justly, 
and lawfully entitled to the same a* I am my. 
self. J 

I furthermore promt remand swear (or affirm) that 
I will answer all lawful signs and summonses, which 
may be given qr sept unto me, from a true and 
lawful most excellent master, or from a regularly 
constituted Lodge of ouch, if within the length pf 
my cable tow, 

2d. That I will aid and assist all worthy dis^ 
tressed most ^excellent masters, their widows and 
orphans, so far as I can do it without injury to my- 
self or family. 

2d. That 1 will not derogate' from tilt name 
npw # aboqt to be conferred upon me, being that of a 
most excellent n. aster. 

4«Jh. That j ,prilf not open and cIqb,© a Lodge, 
over pHhich I m§y be appointed to preside, without 
first working a lectqre, or a section of a lecture. 

5rb, -That I will abide by and support the by- 
laws of the mpat excellent master* ’s Lodge of which 
I may beepne a member, the constitution of the 
general, grid slpte grand chapters, under which the 
iamp te balden, ju$ the general regulations of mg- 

^ . 
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All this 1 promise and awOtfr (or affirm) with a 
fixed and steady purpose of mind to perform the 
same, without any equivocation, mental reservation, 
or secret evasion ot mind in me whatever, binding 
thyself under no less penalty , than that of having 
my flesh torn frotoi my ribs, and my body exposed to 
rot on a * dung kill, so help me God, and keep me 
steadfast to perform this my most excellent mas- 
ter’s obligation. 

. ROYAL ARCH MASON’S OBLIGATION. 

u I , of my own free will and accord, and 

in the presence of Almighty God, and this Chap- 
ter of Royal Arch Masons, erected to Him and* ded- 
icated to King Solomon, do hereby and hereon, in 
addition to my former obligations, solemnly and 
sincerely promise and swear, (or affirm) that I will 
always nail, forever conceal, and never reveal, any 
of the secret arts, parts or points of the mysteries 
of freemasonry appertaining to the degree of Royal 
Arch Masonry, to any person under the canopy of 
Heaven* except it shall be to a true and lawful 
Royal Arch Mason, or within the body of a regular- 
ly constituted Chapter of such ; and not unto him 
or them until after due trial, strict examination, or 
by the lawful information of a companion, 1 shall 
have found him or them (o be as justly and lawful- 
ly entitled to the same.as 4 am myself. 

1st. 1 furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) 
that 1 will answer all lawful signs and summonses 
which may be given or sent unto me from a true and 
lawful Companion, or from the body of a regular- 
ly constituted Chapter of such, if within the length 
of my cable-low. 

2d. That 1 will aid and assist all worthy distressed 
Royal Arch Masons, their widows and orphans so 
far as I can doit without injury to myself or family. 

3d. That I wiH not be present at the opening of 
a Chapter of Royal Arch Masons, unless there shall 
be present nine regular Royal Arch Masons. 

4th. That 1 will not be present at conierring the 
degree of R. A. Masonry upon any one who has 
not according to the best of my knowledge and be- 
lief, regularly received aH the preceding degrees, 
viz : entered apprentice, fellow craft, Master Ma- 
son, Mark Master, Past Master, and most Excellent 
Master— and not then unless he is deemed a wor- 
thy -man. 

5th. That I will not shed the blood of a Royal 
Arch Mason unlawfully, knowing him to be such. 

6th. That 1 will not reveal the key to the mys- 
terious characters of Royal Arch Masonry to any 
person under the canopy of Heaven, except, it be 
to a true and lawful Royal Arch Mason, or within 
the body of a regularly constituted Chapter of such 

7th. That I will not give the grand Royal Arch 
word in any other manner except that % in which I 
may receive it. 

4 8th. That I will abide by and support the by- 
law's of the Chapter of which I may become a 
member, the constitution of the Genera! and State 
Grand Chapters, under which the same is holden, 
aniTthd general regulations of Masonry. 

All this I promise and swear (or affiprti) with a 
fixed and steady purpose of mind to perform the 
name, without any equivocation, mental reservation, 
or secret evasion ot mind in me whatever — binding 

MYSELF UNDER NO tKSS PENALTY THAIS THAT OF 
HAVING MY S£OLL SMOTE OFF AND MV BRAINS EX- 
POSED TO THE SCORCHING RAYS OF THE SUN. So 

help roe God, and keep fnwsteadfast in performing 
this my Royal Arch Mason’s oath or obligation.’* 

OBILGATION OF THE JDEGKEE OF 
. KNIGHTS OF THE RED CROSS. 

I, , of my 0Wf* free will and accord, and in the 

presence of the SupifemT Architect ot the Universe, 
and these companions, do hereby and hereon, most 
solemnly and sincerely promise a'ntf otfear, That 1 
will always hail, forever conceal, and' never reveal 
any of the mysteries appertaining to the degree 


the Knights of the Red Cross, to any person uftdor 
the canopy of hetven, except it be to a true aud 
lawful Knight of the Red Cross, or in the body of 
k just and lawful council of the order. 

I furthermore promise and swear, that I Will an- 
swer and obey all lawful Signs and summonses giv- 
en or sent to me from a regular Council ot Knights 
or the Red Cross, or given me by the hand of a bro- 
ther Sir K flight if within the distance of forty miles, 
natural infirmities and unavoidable accidents only 
excusing me. 

I furthermore promise and swear, that I will not 
be at the opening of a Council of Knights of the 
Red Cross, except there shall be present five reg- 
ular members of the order, or three Knights of the 
Red Cross being also Knights Templars and haijing 
from three different commanderies, with a warrant 
or charter empowering them to work. — I* further- 
more promise and swear, that 1 will not be present 
at the conferring of the degree of the Knights of thd 
' Red Cross upon any person who has not, according 
to the best of my knowledge, received all the preced- 
ing degrees, viz. Entered Apprentice, Fellow' Crafts) 
&o. &c. die. — I furthermore promise and swear, 
that I will vindicate the character of a worthy Sic 
Knight, when wrongfully traduced, and will assist 
hira*on all lawful occasions with my purse, counsel 
and sword, so far as truth, justice and honor may 
warrant. — I furthermore promise and swear, that I 
will abide by and support the bylaws of the council 
of which I may become a member, the Constitution 
of the General Grand and State Encampments, 
and the general regulations of Knighthood. — All 
this I promise and swear with a fixed and steady 
I purpose of mind to perform the same; binding my- 
self under no less penally than that my house may 
be pulled down, and, timber taken from thence , and 
| being set up, / may be hanged thereon , and, until 
the Last trumpet shall sound , I may be excluded 
from the society of all courteotis Sir Knights of the 
Red Cross, should I wilfully or intentionally .violate 
this obligation— So help me God, and keep me 
steadfast to perform* tiie same. 

KNIGHTS TEMPLAR’S OBLIGATION. 

I, , of my own free will and accord,’ 

and in the presence of the Supreme Architect of 
the Universe, and these Sir Knights present, do 
hereby and hereon, most solemnly and sincerely 
promise and swear. That I will forever keep and 
conceal, and never reveal any of ther mysteries ap- 
pertaining to the orders of Knights Templars am! 
Knights of Malta of the order of St. John at Jerusa- 
lem, to -any person under the canopy of heaven, 
except it be to a true and law fill Sir Knight of these 
orders, dr in the body of a just and regularly con- 
stituted Encampment. — I furthermore promise and 
swear, that .1 will answer and obey all lawful signs 
and summonses, given or sent unto me from a tiuef 
courteous Sir Knight, ot from the body of a just 
! and regularly constituted Encampment. ■— i further- 
! more promise and swear, that I will aid and assist 
i all worthy Knigbts Templars, their widows and 
orphans, so far aN the same con be done without in- 
jury to myself or family.— I furthermore promise 
and swfear, that I vtill not be at tho opening of any 
regular constituted Encaropmient, unless there 
shall be present seven regular Knights Templars, 
or three Sir Knights, hailing from three different 
commandeties, with a warrant or charter from some 
regular Grand Encampment empowering them to 
work. I furthermore promise and swear, that I wijl , 
not be present at Conferring the order ef Knight-: 
Templars upon -any person lyho has not, acco>ding 
•to tho best of my knowledge add belief, received alt 
the preceding degrees. — I furthermore promise ami 
swear, that I will trawl forty miles barefoot on fro- 
zen ground to relieve the necessities o.f a worthy 
Knight Templar, should I be convinced his situa- 
tion required it, and I have no other way of commu- 
nicating to his relief.— Ji furthermore promise a»di 
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•Weir, tbit I wiU wield my sword in defence of. 
innocent maidens, destitute widows, helpless or- 
phans and . the Christian religion. — 1 furthermore 
promise and swear, that I will abide by and support 
the bylaws of f)ie Encampment, of which I may 
become a member, the Constitution of the General 
and State Grand Encampment under which the 
same is holdexr, and the general regulations- ot 
Knighthood. All this i promise and swear, with a 
fixed and steady purpose of mind, to perform the 
same, binding myself under 'no less penalty than 
that my head may be stricken offj and placed on 
the highest spire in Christendom — So help me God, 
and keep me steadfast to perform this obligation. 

SELECT MASTER’S OBLIGATION. 

1, * — » in the presence of this Council of 

Select Masters, erected to God, and dedicated, to 
King Solomon, do solemnly and sincerely promise 
and swear, That I will stand to, and abide by, all 
the laws, rules and regulations of the. Council of 
Select Masters ot which I may become a member, 
and ever maintain the general regulations of the 
order. — I further promise and swear, that I will 
answer all due signs and summonses given or sent 
unto me from a true and lawful Select Master, or 
from the body of a just and regular Council ofsHch. 
—‘-That I will not assent to nor confer the-degree of 
Select Master upon any nne, except he is a Royal 
Arch Mason, and has taken all the preceding de- 
grees, and has also been admitted a Royal Master 
iii a regular Council.— That 1 will not enter, the' 
9th Arch without permission of the three Grand 
Masters, neither will I penetrate beyond the v one in 
which I am employed. All this* I promise and 
swear without any equivocation, mental reserva- 
tion, or secret evasion of mind in me whatever 
binding myself under no leas penalty than that of 
having my eyes torn from their sockets , my hands 
shopped off to the stumps , my body quartered and 
thrpwn among the rubbish of the temple— So help 
me God, and keep me steadfast to perform this my 
Select Master’s obligation. 

ROYAL MASTER S OBLIGATION; 

I - — of my own free will and accord, in 

presence of Almighty God; and this Right Worship- 
ful Council of Royal Masters, erected to God. and 
. dedicated to King Solomon, do hereby and herein 
sincerely and solemnly promise and swear, That I 
will keep and conceal aii the mysteries appertain- 
ing to the degree of Royal Master and will not re- 
veal the same, except it be to a true and lawful 
companion of that order, or io a just and regular 
constituted tsouncil of such. — I further promise and 
swear that I will not be at the opening of a council 
of Royal Masters, unless, there be seven* members 
of that degree present. — That I will riot be present 
at conferring- the degree of Royal Master upon any 
one who has not, according to the best of my 
knowledge and belief, regularly received' the pre- 
ceding degrees of Entered Apprentice, Fellow 
Craft* Master Mason, Mark Master, Past Master, 
and Most Excellent Master, and been exalted 
to the' sublime degrees of Royal Arch Masonry. — 
That I will abide by and suppoit* the by-laws of the 
council of which I may become a member, and the 
general regulations of the order.— That I will not 
give the words* grips and signs of this degree in 
any other manner than that in which I may receive 
them. 

All this I promise and -swear, with tt firm and 
fixed ! resolution to perform. the same, binding my- 
self under the penalties of mxf preceding obligdtions 
with this addition , that l would sooner be buried 
alive % and my memory forgotten among the Craft— 
so help me God, and keeprfno steadfast to perform 
the same. 

The oaths of Mark, Past and Exoelfonl Master 
and Rbyal Arch Mason, having been read, 

Witness said, I have no kind of doubt of the cor- 


rectness cif those obligations, -substantially. It wiU 
be recollected, as was well said by Rev. brothel) 
Thacher, that a person at his initiation, if in tht 
description they give you, they tell you the truth, 
it is difficult to remember what passes, especially 
as it took place many years ago when I was a youojj 
man. The Substance was precisely the same. Some 
variations, perhaps, but not material,' The three first 
degrees belong to the Master’s Lodge. The Rojil 
Arch contains ail above up to that degree, which are! 
administered in Chapters. The obligations of Mark 
Master up to and including Royal Arch, are sub- 
stantially such as have always been administered so 
far as my knowledge extends. That was the sun 
and substance, but to say they are the words used [| 
would not. There may be gome verbal variation* 
but no substantial difference. j 


The oath of Knight of the Red Cross was rest! 
Witness said it was corredt. 

Question by request — Is the word token *,e> 
until the last trumpet shall sound may I be sepa- 
rated from the society of all courteous Sir Knights * 

Witness , Thit it is the perfect substance of it! 
believe. It is all I can say respecting it. 

A candidate for the higher degrees must have re* 
ceived all the* preceding degrees, from entered Ap- 
prentice up. The Knight Templar’s oath was thea 
read. 

Witness. That is substantially the same,except- 

Mr Hazard. Did you ever have any occasion la 
make use of your sword in defence of distressed 
damsels ? [A laugh. Witness did not smile no; 
reply.] - . 

The Royal and Select Master’s oaths being read, 

Witness says I know nothing about them abov« 
the Knight Templdr. 

Question by request. ' Did yon ever know the 
word affirm substituted forswear? 

Witness . I do not recollect. I never knew any 
person to apply. I was told that a Mr. Nichols 
once took the affirmation. As a Master of a Lodge 
I should not have refused to give it. I know of 
nothing in the principles of Masonry to prohibit it. 

Mr Hazard. There are some clauses in the oath? 
given in Allyn’s Ritual, which are not contained in 
the written oaths that have been read to yon, and 
which we are requested to ask you, if you ever 
took. I will read them to you from this paper! 
which has been prepared for that purpose. 

[Note. Mr H. then proceeded to read these clauses, 
a part of which it will be recollected had been hand- 
ed to him once before, and torn up by him. A sec- 
ond copy had been prepared by Mr Hallett, at Mr 
Hazard’s request, and handed to him. They were 
prepared from a comparison of tho printed oaths in 
Allyn and Bernard, with the written oaths handed 
in by tho . Masons, and embraced every thing in 
which the meaning nnd import of these oaths dif- 
fered in any essential particular. An examination 
of them, will show how nearly the Written form* 
correspond with the printed, and will excite surprise 
that men who now came forward and swore to the 
truth of the former, should for five years have per- 
sisted in a positive denial that there was one word 
of truth in the latter ! (ETOne of these variations, 
No. 2, is in fact no variation, the same version 
being given almost literally in the 6th point of the 
Master Mason’s obligation, as written out by the 
Masons. "It was purposely inserted to mislead the 
Masonic witnesses, in order to test the question 
whether they really swore to the written .oaths from 
perfect recoilectipn, or because they were told they 
were the Rhode Island oaths ; and wh ether* hey did 
not deny the printed variations, rather beoausa 
they were told they were- in the seceder’s books, and 
not in the written oaths, than because they were 
sure the^ never took or heard' them. Mr Hazard 
having refused to put the oaths to the Masons first 
out of Allyn, and persisting in telling every wit- 
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nasi, what were the Rhode Island oaths as he cal- 
led them, and what were the Seceder’s oaths, it 
seemed perfectly lair to sot thia trap to catoh them.] 
VARIATIONS 

Between the written and printed oaths , [on paper 
marked £.} 

[In the Master Mason’s Oath.] 

1st. “ Furthermore I <io promise and swear, 
that 1 will not giro the grand^ hailing sign of die- 
tresj of this degree, except i am in r?al distress* 
or for (he benefit of the. craft when at work 5 and 
should I see that sign given, or hear the words ac- 
companying it,. I will fly to the relief of the person 
so giving it, should there be a greater probability of 
saving his life than losing my own.” — Page 71. 

2d. “Furthermore Ido promise and swear » that 
/ will not speak evil of a brother mason , neither 
behind his back or before his face , but will ap- , 

PRISE HIM OF ALL APPROACHING DANGER.—/?. 

72. 

3d. “ Furthermore I do promise and swear, that 
a master mason’s secrets , given to me in charge as 
such, shall remain as secure and inviolable in my 
breast as in his, before communicated, murder and 
treason only excepted ; and they left to my own 
election — p . 72. 

4th. Furthermore do 1 promise and swear, that 1 
will go on a master mason's errand, even barofoot 
and bareheaded, to save his life or relieve his 
necessities.”— p. 72. 

5th. “ Furthermore do I promise and swear, 
t^at if any part of this obligation be omitted at 
this time, 1 will hold myself amenable thereto 
whenever informed.”—/?. 73. ‘ 

In the Royal Arch Oath. — Gth. “1 further- 
more promise and swear,' that I . will not speak 
the g.Mnd omnific royal arch word, which I shall 
hereafter receive, in any manner, except in that 
in which I shall receive it, which will be in the 
presence of three companion royal arch masons, 
myself making one of the number ; and then by 
three times three, under a living arch, and at low 
breath.” - 

7th. “ I furthermore promise and swear, that 
I will not speak evil of a companion royal arch 
mason behind his back or before his face, but 
will apprise him of all approaching danger, if in 
my power.” 

8th. ** I furthermore promise and swear, that 
I will assist a companion royal arch Masornwheh I 
see him engaged in any difficulty, and will espouse 
his cause so far as to extricate him from the same, 
whether he be right or wrong ! !” 

9th. (( 1 furthermore promise and swear, that I 
will keep all the secrets of a companion royal arch 
mason, when communicated to me as such , or I 
knowing them to be such, without exception. 

10th. In the obligation of the royal arch dogree, 
as read to you from paper marked 13. is this 
sentence : 

7th. ,.«« That I will not give the grand royal arch 
ward in any manner except that in which 1 qwy 
receive it.” 

Is the mannor there referred to the same de- 
scribed in this obligation as given in Allyn's Ritual, 
viz -. «< i n the presence of three companion royal 
ft rch masons, myself miking one of the number, 
and then by4hree times three under a living arch, 
and at low breath ?” 

Past Master’s Obligation. — 11th. Is the 
psnrlty in this degree ever given thus : — Binding 
myself under no less penalty than to have my 
too gue split from tip to root?”* 

Knight of the Red Cross. — 12th. Is this 
a part of the - obligation : — u That I will. assist him, 
onalawlul occasion, in preference to any brother 
of an inferior degree, and so far as truth, honor and 
justice may warrant?”* 

13th. In the obligation of knight 'of the red 
tfosi, is the expression used in ths penalty, “ until 


the' last trump shall sound,” or “seAcn the last 
trump shall sound i ”* 

14th. In the knight templar’s obligation is this 
expression used : “ with a fixed and steady purpose 
of mind to perform the same, without any hesita- 
tion, equivocation, mental reservation or self eva- 
sion of mind in me whatever?”* 

15th. Do these or similar .words occur in any 
part of the ceremony or initiation’ of a knight tern- 
piar : “Thia pure wine I now take in testimony of 
my belief in the mortality of the body aqd the immor- 
tality of the soul, and may this libation appear as 
a witness against me both here and hereafter. And 
as the sins of the world were laid upon the head of 1 
the Saviour, so may all the sins committed by . the 
on whose skull this was, he heaped upon my 
!, in addition to my owu, should I ever know- 
ingly or wilfully violate or transgress any o.bliga- p 
tion that I have heretofore taken,' or take at this' 
time, in relation^ any degree of masonry or order 
oT knighthood. So help me God ?” &c. 

The witness was questioned separately on each 
of the variations in the three first degrees. 

The first relative to the Grand hailing sign,— he 
says I do not recollect any such thing in^lhe obli- 
gation. 

The second, “ I will not speak, evil of a Master 
Mason, behind his back, or before his face, but will 
apprise him of all approaching danger.” Witness 
entered into an explanation at some length of this 
and the preceding clause without making any 
definite answer. 

Mr. Hazard. Why cant you give a plain answer. 
We dont want a great king harangue. 

Witness. I dont recollect any such thing in the 
obligation. ” 

Question by request . Do you in the charges, or 
lectures. 

Witness. That is the general principle, that we 
have gone upon in. Masonry. I dont recollect 
where it is. It is the general principle of Masonry 
to assist a worthy brother in all his laudable un- 
dertakings. 

3d. And that left to my election ? 

Witness . Those are words l nevpr heard, 

4th. Go on a Mason's errand, &c. 

Witness. I never beard it in • or but of a Lodge 
till I came here. 

5;h. It any thing is omitted in this my obligation, 

I will hold mysplf amenable thereto, when informed. 

Witness. That I never heard. It is so inconsis- 
tent, I think it must have been put in to make us 
ridiculous. 

Mr. Hazard here asked the witness to explain 
some parts of the oath (Master Mason’s. ) A great 
many phrases, ho said, were not understood. What 
are the lawful signs and summonses you are to obey, 
when called upon by a brother, if within the length 
of your cable tow ? 

Witness. Within our convenience. That we 
were bound as far as suited our convenience or 
wishes. We dont profess to be any thing but men 
in our charities. It is left entirely optional that we * 
will assist a brother if in our power. It is- left to our 
will or option. Within the length of my cable tow 
is within my wishes dnd abilities. I never under* 
stood it further. It means nothing more. 1 look 
upon our first charge to be a fair exposition of the 
duties ol Masons. 

[Thus even according to this witness, a designing 
inan may masonically go to the extent of his wishes 
and abilities to obey the summons of a brother mason, 
to do wrong, or assist a brother, right or wrong.] 

3# Hazard. What do you understand to be the 
lawful sings and summonses you are to obey * 

Witness. All lawful signs or summons 1 consid- 
er to be the summons sent to attend the Lodge, and 
also applications for assistance, from a brother. 

* Th* Committee scarcely ptt these questions to * 
single witness. 
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A written request was banded to Mr Hazard to 
inquire what these signs and summonses were. 

Mr Hazard. Wo dont waht them. The question 
was, not put by the Chairman. 

Witness continued. A brother is bound to obey 
the signs and come if he is summoned before a 
Lodge, and if he refuses to come he is liable to be 
expelled, according 'to our by-laws. This has al- 
ways been my unde/standing and practice, and I 
believe it to be correct. 

Mr. Hazard. lr' that is the*"'meahikg I 

DOST BEE BUT YOU*! CABLE TOW, IS A TOW 
CABLE. 

The witness was asked to explain that part of the 
oath relative to assisting the widows and orphans 
of Master Masons. 

Witness. That is explained above. How far 
we have done it, the world must judge. 

Mr . , Hazard. The 3d point, to keep the florets 
of a biother Master Mason, murder and treason ex- 
cepted ; how do you understand that ? 

Witness. My idea on that is simply this. If a 
brother communicated a secret we were not to tell 
fif it. 

Question by request. But if a crime less than 
murder and treason, had been communicated to 
you, what would you have done. 

Witness. I dont know how I should have acted, 
hut I was never tried. If a man who was a mason, 
had communicated to me that he had committed a 
crime, I should have said to him you are no longer 
a mason. 1 wiil report you to the Lodge, and you 
shall be expelled. 

Mr. Hazard. But how tlo you explain it? 

Witness. Why, that we should not unnecessa- 
rily or lightly reveal the secrets of a brother. 

Mr. Hazard. It seems to me that the expres- 
sion MURDER AND TREASON EXCEPTED includes 

all others , among the secrets to be kept. 

Witness. That is not my cond uction. 

Mr. Hazard , (becoming rather earnest) We 
dont want your particular case, but how it is under- 
stood among reasons. 

Witness . I should consider it not to extend to 
crimes. 

Mr Hazard. But if a crime had been communi- 
cated, would you have felt yourself bound not to 
make it public ? 

Witness. After he had been expelled, I should 
have done so ; and 1 might have done so before. — 
1 can't tell, for I never was put to the trial. 

Question, from \V. Paine, Jr- What would you 
have done, before the Mason was expelled from tho 
Lodge. Should you have felt yourself authorised 
to communicate a crime, less than murder or trea- 
son, given to you as a Mason’s secret ? 

Witness. I have answered that Gentlemen will 
recollect that it is hard to tell what I should have 
done. I do not think , X should have concealed a 
crime agah.st (he laws of my country. 

Jlfr Hazard. It is. very clear that you 

OUGHT NOT TO HAVE TAKEN THIS OATH. It IS IN 
DIRECT VIOLATION OF YOUR DUTY TO YOUR COUN- 
TRY ! 

Witness. If it was such a crime as ought to be 
revealed , my idea is we should have revealed it, but 
if any small offence, perhaps not. 

[Query. If this highly respectable and moral 
man balanced his Masonic obligations so nicely, as 
to the quality of the offences he might conceal, 
what would a man whose moral principles hung 
lather loosely about him, do as a mason ?] 

Mr Hazard How do you explain the clause, 
“ will apprize him of all approaching danger, so 
far ns it shall come to my knowledge.” 

Witness. These words got into tho obligation as 
woids of course. I never warned one in my life. 
I never saw it practised upon, and l,am sure that I 
never should apprise a person, to prevent his being 
apprehended for crime. have bad men and 
' good men among us. Some might have done it, and 


plead their obligation , bat 1 think they cannot h&vi 
done it as good Masons. 

Jlfr Hazard. Do you understand it to apply to 
crimes, or are we to understand that you never 
considered it as binding you to communicate any 
warning that wou^d prevent the execution of the 
laws ? * 

Witness. I neter pnt any different construction 
upon it. I never heard any other given, or practis- 
ed upon or knew it to be done. 1 should consider 
4 applied only to & worthy brother Mason, and that 
I was only bound to consider it in that light. 1 
never knew it to be extended .to crimes — 1 speak 
for myself. .1 cannot say what some may bars 
done. 

Question from B. F. Hallett. By saying a i cor- 
thy brother , do you not mean that he is a worth] 
mason ? 

Witness. I so understand it. Deciding for my- 
self, I should always inquire for myself, and if 1 
found him unworthy I - should have acted ac- 
cornnijr.v. I do uot protend to sav that this is Mi- 
sonic. I have uever considered it, or thought muck 
about it. 

Mr Hazard. How do you construe tho penalty 
of the obligations ? 

W it ness. I construe the penalty merely a* 
personal; binding, on my honor as a Mason, and I 
never heard it other wise among worthy Masons.— 
Permit me to add there is nothing in our by laws 
which recognizes any punishment but expulsion. 

. Mr. Hazard. I have looked over your by laws, 
and find they only apply to punishmeuts for the viola- 
tion of those by laws. 

Witness. The by laws speak of expulsion as the 
punishment lor disclosing the transactions of the 
Lodge. 

Jlfr Hazard . I know it. Hero is the clause— 
“ that if any member shall disclose any of the Iran - 1 
sactions of the body, to the disadvantage of tho 
Craft r &c. he shall be expelled.” But that don t 
cover the whole. 


[JYbfe. Mr. Haile has oihitted the most essential 
parts of the above very important explanations by 
this witness, which are here given verbatim, from 
his own mouth. Instead of giving the language of 
the witness, Mr Haile, in his minutes, has merely 
taken down the conclusions he inferred the witness 
ultimately arrived at.] 

Mr. Hallett here offered to Mr. Hazard the 
Knight Templar’s Masonic Chart, by Grand Lec- 
turer, Jeremy L. Cross, a work approved by all 
Masons, and requested him to question the witness 
as to the symbol on page 17, representing the head 
of ^ Knight Templar, stuck upon the top of a lofty 
spire ; with a view to ascertain whether this waj 
not the Masonic construction intended to be given 
to the penalties, by holding up this symbol, as t 
warning to deter Masons from revealing the secrets. 
Mr. Hazard, after some hesitation, handed the book 
to witness, and asked if he'knew any thing about it. 

Witness. I never read it. I considered 1 knew 
as much of Masonry as was necessary, without study- 
ing it in books. 

His attention was here particularly called to the 
head, on the spire. 

Witness. I should look at it merely as a picture. 
It may do to amuse children. 

A remark was made by an Antimason, that it 
seemed to he a curious picture for such a purpose. 
The following question was then put by request. 
Has it not a direct reference to the penalty, as ex- 
pressed in the Knight Templar’s oath ? ' 

Witness. In our obligation we have expressed 
that our heads should be struck off .and placed on 
the highest spire in Christendom, and / suppose this 
is a picture of it . — I dont say that it is emblematic 
of it. 1 only say that our penalty says they shall 
be placed there! and that is a picture of it. It will 
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do to please children with* I never examined Cross’ 
Chart one hour in my life. 

A request was made from Antimasons, that Mr 
Hazard would examine the witness relative to the 
clauses in the printed •Royal Arch Oath, which 
had been omitted in the written oath, handed in by 
the Masons, but the witness had grown wiser than 
to risk any further attempt at explanation or con- 
struction. 

Mr Hazard— jHere are some clauses in Allyn, 
which are not in your Roytil Arch oath ? 

JVitness. Perhaps the general answer would 
best be, that what is there written is the whole as it 
was given to mo 

Mr. Hazard . But it is particularly requested 
that we should put these questions. He then pro- 
posed the variations in the Royal Arch oath. 1st. 
44 will destroy the key to the ineffable character of 
this degree, whenever it comes to rny sight?’* 

Witness does not recollect jt.~ 2nd. The grand 
Omnific word, and m&nner in which it is to be 
spoken ? 

Witness. I never heard the expression' 44 grand 
Omnific.” 

Mr Hazard was requested to ask what was the 
•mangier alluded to in the written oath, in which 
the Royal Arch word was to be received and spo- 
ken; with a' view to see if it did not 'conform to the 
oath in that respect in Allyn. He refused to put the 
question ! 

3d. Will apprise of all approaching danger if in 
my powei?” 

Witness. The Master’s oath gives all the obliga- 
tion that we are bound to assist a brother. 

4th. 14 1 will employ a companion Royal Arch Ma- 
son, in preference to any other person, of equal 
.qualifications?” 

Witness. I never heard it. 

5th. “ I will espouse his cause, bo far as to extri- 
cate him from any difficulty, whether he be right or 
wrong?” 

Witness. 1 never heard it in my life. 

[Mr Hazard was here referred by Antimasons, 
to the following authority, but he took no notice 
of it. 

•“fir whatever situation- you mat be plac- 
kd, sit not at a brother’s call. If he be in danger, 
fly TO*Hts relief. If lie be calumniated, JUSTI- 
FY his character. Bear his burdens, allay his 
sorrows , and ESPOUSE HIS CAUSE !” Freema- 
sons’ Monitor by James Hardie, p. 185. 41 The oh- 
ligations imposed upon the Order is that each mem- 
ber is to protect a brother , as tjCr as he can!” 
Ibid, p. 190. 44 To stretch forth your hands to as- 

sist a brother, when it is in your power; tv be always 
ready to go any where to serve him ; to betray n o 
confidence he reposes in you ; to support him with 
your authority — in short mutually to support and 
assist each other , and earnestly to promote 
ore another’s interest, are duties which ( well 
9 you know) are incumbent on you. Ye are covenant- 
ed by solemn promises.”— General Address to Ma- 
sons .] 

6th. “ I will keep all the secrets of a companion 
Royal Arch Mason, without exception, or murder 
and treason not excepted?” Did you ever hear 
that ? 

Witness. “No. Never to my hearing murder 
and treason. I should say that,” [as to keeping se- 
crets,] u that being included in the Master's oath, and 
referred to , it was unnecessary to repeat it in the 
Royal Arch." [This is the precise language of the 
witness ] 

Mr. Hazard. ' Was the charge in Webb’s Moni- 
tor, delivered to you at your initiation? 

Witness. Webb's Monitor had not been publish- 
ed when I. was initiated. We then had verbal 
charges. Shoit ones. They were usually the same 
as in Webb’s Monitor, with an addition by him.' — 
Webb was not published till I had received the 
Royal Arch deg roe. I should say the first edition 


was in 1797 or 8. I saw it in 98. I received the 
Tsharge or address, before the oath, and a charge af- 
ter it. 1 considered them as embodying the true 
spirit of Masons, which ought to govern the conduct 
of every good brother. Binding upon me for my 
rule or government. The charge alter the obliga- 
tion is given in the course of conferring the degree, 
not immediately. 

^ Question by request — Was the address made pre- 
vious to taking each oath that it was not to interfere 
with your religion or politics ? 

Witness. I should s. f iy it was considered as a part 
of Masonry; that is the idea we have always incul- 
cated on Masons, that it was not to interfere. 'I can- 
not say whether it was administered before every 
oath or not. My impression is it is. 

Question by request —Are you certaiff that this 
address was always made previous to initiation? 

| Witness. 1 ha've no distinct recollection on the 
subject. My impression is it was,but'l cannot say. 

I have always felt so, and acted accordingly. 

Mr. Hazard proposed tho 10th Interrogatory. If 
witness considered he gave jurisdiction fo the 
Lodge over his life? 

Witness. I never had any such idea*. I consider- 
ed it as persona), as 1 have before state, d. I never 
heard it so explained by any Lodge or Masons. 

The 1 1 tli Interrogatory, relating to the secrets of 
Masonry t Mr Hazard passed over, and put the 12th. 
If the By-laws are published, and it tbeie are any 
secret By-IaWs* * 

j Witness. The constitution and By-laws of Lodg- 
es are frequently published, and also kept in Rec- 
ords.. I never knew of any secret By-laws. I have 
been Master of a Lodge, Grand Master, High 
Priest and at the head of an Encampment. 

In answer fo 13th Interrogatory. 

Witness. Knows of no other obligation in Ma- 
sonry, than the ones he has stated. 

Question from Wi Paine, Jr. Do you know of 
any new degree in Masonry ? 

• Witness. I know of no degree but such as I 
have stated. 

Question from the same. Do you know 6f any 
degree established since the abduction of Moigan ? 

Witness. / know of nothing as appertaining 
to Masonry. 

Mr Hazard permitted the evasion to pass, and 
proposed the 14th Interrogatory. If witness con* 
sidered the oaths incompatible \tith religious, mor- 
al or civil duties ? 

Witness. I did not consider that they interfered 
at all. 

Mr Hazard. What do you consider the origin 
and objects of Free Masonry to be ? 

Witness. I have been & Mason forty y£ars. I' 
consider the object of Masonry purely a social com- 
pact for our social comfort, and from which those 
were excluded we did not wish to have associated 
with us. Where no indecent word or oath was al- 
lowed to be uttered, nor religion nor politics allow- 
ed to be introduced. No dissension. 

Question by request. At what time did Free 
Mason i y commence ? 

Witness , When it was instituted I know not or 
Care ! I knew it was a society widely extended all 
over Europe. 

Cohmejvt. 

[O* Mr.Wilkinson here asserts upon his oath that 
he does not know when Free Masonry was institut- 
ed ! In connexion with this assertion, reference 
was had to Webb’s Monitor, in which is a certifi- 
cate signed by William Wilkinson R. A. S where 
in he says 44 that the said (Monitor) is repolete with 
i useful Masonic information, and fully entiiled to 
the sanction of the Grand Chapter.” The first 
Chapter of that book, thus unconditionally approv- 
ed by Mr. Wilkinson, says, “From the commence- 
ment of the world, we may trace the foundation ot 
Masonry. Ever since symmetry began, and har- 
mony displayed her charms, our order has had a 
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being** Mr, Wilkinson certified to the truth of this 
assertion, and yet on his civil oath, he declared that 
lie knew nothing about the origin of Masonry !— 
Is not the inference plain, that respectable men who 
me Masons will ccr'ify to what they know to be 
false, in order to sustain Masonry l»y imposing upon 
public credulity ? Either Mr W ilkinson’s testimo- 
ny is false, or Webb is false : and yet vve have Mr. 
Wilkinson's name for the truth of both assertions, 
one of whicl/caunot he true.] 

Witness Continued' his answer. I never was much 
of a book Mason. We werfe bound to assist all I 
mankind, but our brothen in particular. We bad] 
no ties in politics. 1 speak from my own practice 
and feelings. As to our being a blood stained in- ' 
sthution, it is. arsiud. * That we should have a 
Cain is not surprisin') . for we have bad ouY Juda- 
ses among us. Wt-hjve also had our Alexander, 
the coppersmith, who attempted to do us much evil. 
I can say the Lord reward him according to his 
works. 

’ [fCT Query. Did the witness here allude to the 
Emperor pf Russia, who prohibited Fiec Masonry 
in his dominions, and whose rather sudden rieuth, 
uftcr that decree^has been involved in .some little 
doubt. Was he rewarded by Masonry, according 
to his works ?] 

lGth Interrogatory. Did you ever hear the na- 
ture and ejetent of the penalties, di^cusaed in a 
Lodge f orkhowany higher than expulsion, to be 
inflicted ? v * 

Witness. I never did. I nevo ;heard of any 
penalties being inflicted, higher than expulsion. 

In answer to lfllh Interrogatory, witness says, 
I never knew any Lodge to combine to take any 
measure^ to support a candidate for office. 

In answer to 20th, If he ever voted for a Mason, 
in preference to a better thaw, of his own political 
sentiment ? witness says, I never did, and I never 
favored a Mason to the injury of another person. 

In answer to 21st, respecting the grand hailing 
sign being given, he says, I never knew the grand 
hailing sign given in any Court, to. any Judge, 
juror or officer. 

In answer to22d, whether he would obey his Ma- 
sonic or civil obligation, if brought in conflict. Wit- 
ness says 1 think that question is answered, I Jo 
consider that my Masonic obligitions do not conflict 
with my civil dutie^ 

In answer to 23d, If he has visited Lodges in 
other states } and if their signs, ceremonies anu work 
are the same, or similar ? Witness says, I have in 
the State of JYcw York , at the meeting of the 
Grand Lodge in N. York, and 35 years ago I visited 
u Lodge in Boston and one in Charlestown. 1 know 
of no difference in the ceremonies, and presume 
them to be the same. I do not know any differ- 
ence between their Masonic practices, sign3 and 
mode of wdrking, and those in tniy «»tate. ' 

The following question, which Mr. Hazard had 
neglected, was again handed to him, by W. Paine, 
Jr.. After turning it over some little time, he put 
it thus. 

Mr. Hazard , It is Wished to vary the*20th ques- 
tion in addition to mine. If you had a vote to give, 
or.a favor to bestow upon but one, should you pre 
fer a brother mason, to one who was not, under the 
same circumstances? 

Mr. Moses Richardson, a Mason, who was stand- 
ing near the witness, here said aloud— That is a 
case that never could occur. The witness made 
no reply, nor was he required to do so. Mr. Haile 
lias not put down in his minutes, the question or 
the refusal of the witness to answer. 

24th Interrogatory. Is there a chain of connexion 
between Grand Lodges and Masons of higher order 
in this and other states? Do the higher Lodges or 
Chapters in alt other states, form one Masonic body, 
or order under one head or Chief, called the Grand 
High Priest of the U. States? Is there any con- 
nexion between the higher Masonic powers in this 


country and those In Europe? Please state fully 
and minutely -all you know of any such connexion, 
communication, government and subordination. 

Witness. As to the communication between the 
Grand Lodges. 1 presume it is kept up regularly 
throughout the U. Slates. The Grand Lodge has 
the supremacy of the three lower degrees of Ma- 
sonry. . 

Mr. Hazard. I am very anxious to get at that— 
he connexion between these Masonic bodies in the 
U. States and also in other countries!. 

Mr. Hallett. You will find it laid down in these 
authorities— referring to the the Constitutions of the 
U. States General Grand Chapter, and the U. States 
General Grand Encampment, in Webb’s Monitor, 
pp. 1G7, 243. Also to Vinton’s Masonic Minstrel, 
p. 399, in which is given a communication to the 
Grand Lodge of R. Island from the Grand Lodge 
of S. Carolina, setting forth that a communication 
had been received from the Grand Lodge of En- 
gland, ‘‘relative to the union of Freemasons in En- 
gland, Ireland, Scotland and America, by which 
events the Masonic Fraternity throughout the 
world have been cemented, into one happy fam- 
ily” At the same time the Grand Lodge of South 
Carolina voted, “that the Corresponding Grand* Sec- 
retary shall congratulate the Grand Lodges in this 
country, upon the happy union of the whole Ma- 
sonic frimily throughout the world, % and particularly 
that this great and happy event has been effected 
without the smallest dereliction of principle , and 
that the words , passwords , signs , grips , working , 
forms of initiation, fyc. are precisely the same 
ix all the degrees, us ha$ beep ike case from 
time immemorial 

When these references were handed to Mr. Haz- 
ard, Grand Master Cooke suggested to the witness, 
if he would not prefer to w rite it out, and hand his 
answer to the Committee. 

Witness said he should prefer to liave Mr. Haile 
Jake it down. Mr. Hazard proposed to adjourn till 
afternoon, which wa£ done, thus giving the ‘witness 
an opportunity to consult with other Masons, as ta 
the best mode of meeting this important question. 

Tuesday Afternoon, 3 o’clock. 

Messrs. Hazard, Sprague and Haile of the Gom- 
'miUep, met at 3 o’clock, and resumed the examina- 
tion of Mr. Wilkinson, in reference to the govern- 
ment of Masonic bodies. 

In answer to 26th Interrogatory, Witness says, 
The several Lodges in this State are under subordi- 
nation to the Grand -Lodge of the State. Each 
State has its Grand Lodge. The Grand Lodges in 
the U. States are independent. They communi- 
cate to each other their officers, &c. We write a 
circular after the elections of officers, to all the 
Grand Lodges, and a communication is kept up. 
The communications between them are compli- 
mentary, or we can write on business. They com- 
municate any Masonie matters as they think neces- 
sary. They communicate with each other as equals, 
but not as superiors. 

There is a higher order ,ofi masons who form & 
community. There is no connexion between Chap- 
ters and Lodges except this, that a person can- 
not receive the higher degrees, unless he has 
taken the lower. The same men compose both, 
but there is no control in point of government. I 
state this from wt\a.t 1 know in practice. 1 
have not been a book reading. mason v The two de- 
grees of Royal and Select Master, *1 do not know to 
what branch they belong, though 1 have taken 
those degrees. 

Mr. Hazard . Does the Grand Lodge admit hon- 
orary members? * 

Witness. When the Grand Lodge was first es- 
tablished in this State, there were but two Lodges, 
and they then elected eight honorary members, 
to intitgase the number. But many yeari after the 
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Grand Lodge voted not to add to that number, but 
continue to elect those daring life, who had been 
‘■elected. 

The several Royal Arch Chapters met in 17.9S, 
\nd a General Grand Chapter was formed, for the 
Northern States, by a Convention held at Hartford. 
Afterwards this was extended throughout the U. 
States. They formed at first a Constitution fox the 
Northern States, which now extends ever the U. 
States. This'Gnmeral Grand Chapter elects a Gen- 
eral Grand High Priest, to which all look up 
as the head. [Mr. Haile did not like this last ad- 
mission, and got tho witness to go over his answer 
again. He then stated it in this torm.j 

In 1798, the Royal Arch Chapters in the North- 
ern States and New York, formed a General 
Grand Chapter for those States, which was after- 
wards extended over the U. States, alt the Chap- „ 
ters having adopted it. This Association is now 
called the General Grand Chapter of the United 
States, which is governed, by an officer called the 
General Grand High Priest. 

Witness. I wish that to be corrected, so as to read 
presided over. Our Government is too Republican 
to say governed. 

Mr. Haile. Then your Government is more Ro- 
publican, than your titles? , v 

Witness. You will find it so.' We are governed 
by no body'but ourselves. 

It [Mr. Haile wrote down these precis© words, but 
afterwards suggested to the witness they had hotter 
be struck ou^, to which the witness readily as- 
sented.] 

Mr. Hazard. . When did the higher degrees orig- 
inate, and when werC they introduced here? 

Witness. 1 have no knowledge of tho time 
when the. degrees including the Royal Arch and 
above, originated. The Royal Arch was introduc- 
- ed into Rhode Island in November, 1793. 1 recol- 

lect the difficulty we had to find seven Royal Arch 
Masons, to open the first Chaptor. Mr. John Car- 
lile and myself are the only one9 now living, who 
took the degroe at that time. The higher degrees 
were introduced afterwards. I do not recollect 
when. A number of Mastey Masons being desir- 
ous of taking the higher degrees", Daniel Slilwell 
went to N- York and got a dispensation; hut it re- 
quired seven Royal Arch Masons to be present at 
the opening of a Chapter; there wore present Mo- 
ses Seixas, Peleg Clarke, Thomas W. Moore, (Brit- 
ish Consul at Newport) Daniel Stilvvell, Jonathan 
Donnison, Samuel Stearns, (a foreigner) and 1 be 
liove Daniel Dailey. I do not like the expression 
•‘they introduced it,** (as Mr. Haile had written it 
down.) It. was introduced by them. [Mr. Haile 
Altered it to, was introduced ] 

A question was asked relative to the government 
of the subordinate Chapters. 

Witness . There is one. question you have not 
Asked, which will explain this. Each State has a 
Grand Chapter, to which all the chapters in that 
State are subordinate. They objected to give us a 
Grand Chapter in Rhode Island, wq wore so small, 
but we would not join, unless they did. We are so* 
Republican we are not governed by any body but 
ourselves. Our government is more republican 
than any civil or religious, under Heaven, The 
'•everal Chapters in each State form a Grand Chap* « 
ter presider overby a Grand High Priest, to which 
the Chapters are subordinate, and the Grand Chap- 
ters of each State are subordinate to and under the 
jurisdiction of the General Grand Chapter of the 
United States. 1 have never known of any com- 
munication with any foreign Masonic body, other 
N than that of a brother comisig.along for charity. I 
believe that once or twice Masonic letters have 
passed between the Grand Lodge and the provin- 
cial Lodges in U. States. X say positively that there 
is no subordination or connexion between any body 
of Masons in this State and, Europe.^ They may 
keep up a friendly intercourse. 


In answeh to the 27lh. Tf Lodges in other itatri 
give nbfice of the /expulsion of members?. 

Witness. It is the custom of Grand Lodges in 
each-£>tate to communicate to each other the names 
of members expelled • Especially if it was suppos- 
ed that a person 'was travelling abroad where hj 
might do mischief as an unworthy brother. 

[Query? Howard, the murderer of Morgan,' . 
travelled to Europe, byjthe help of a Chapter in N. 
York.but was never expelled. There was no fear, it 1 
seems, that he was an unworthy* brother ] 

Mr Hazard. Has your Lodge ever received any ' 
communication from ths Grand Lodge, Chapter or 
Encampment of New York rotative to the ex pul- 
siorrof any member ot either of those bodies-con- ■ 
corned in the abduction and -murder of William 
Morgan ? .! 

Witness. 1 can give you a general answer. That 
I have ho knowledge of any thing of the kind in 
any Masonic body. 

29th Interrogatory. When' the expulsion of a 
member of another Lodge is communicated, what 
order is taken by your Lodge, jf itr comes from 
another £>tate ? 

Witness . It is entered on the Records, so that ho 


nay not byroceived in that Lodge. 

30th. Ha3 any. Lodge, Chapter or Encampment 
n this State to your knowledge received any com.: 
aunication from any Masonic body in New. York, 

>n the subject of tho killing of Morgan, and if so, 
vhat was its impoit. . 

[ V written reauest was hero sent to Mr. Hazard 
rom Antimaso*^, that he would summon the Grand 
blaster, Grand* ,-jigh Priest and Grand Commander 
>f 1826-27, and question them on this point Ha 
isked Mr Couk who they were, but neither of them 
vas summoned!] 

Witness. I have no knowledge of any such com- 
nunication ever having been mado. - 

Question Ro n B. F. Hallett. Is it not according 

0 Masonic usage that every Mas’.'n who has not 
>een expelled fromhis Lodge, Chapter, &c. is en- 
illed to admission in the Lodges or Chapters, of alP 
>ther States, as a worthy visiting brother ? 

[Mr Haile has perverted this question by putting^ 
n a qualification not in tho original.] 

Witness. It is, if the Mason makes hinwelf known* 
is such, and the Lodge is satisfied that his preten^ 
dons aro such as he represents them, and they ard* 
satisfied he has taken the degree of that Lodge. 

Mr Htmtard. When any Masons in other States, 
aspecially if conspicuous, are convicted of any 
crime of a serious nature, is it not usual for Lodge* 
to pass some order to guard against the intrusion ol 
such guilty Masons ? 

Witness. To answer your question 1 should say 
that I think it woulii.be their duty to do so h but .i 
have not knbwn such. a case precisely. Ifs*mas<lr» 
has done any tiring for which he is expelled, it is 
communicated to us, and we should not admit hi rn . 
Wo know no difference between great men and lit- 
tle men in Masonry, except the great men we mako* . 
purselves — men ot straw I suppose. . 

Mr Haile. But suppose a Mason hacLcommilted 
a high crima, should you receive him, as a Mason ? 

Witness. If he was not a member of our Lodge 
we should consider we hid nothing to do with his 
crimes. He must go to his own [jjdge. If wo 
knew that he had been convicted of a heiqous crime, 
we should not admit him, we should not under- 
take to judge of his guilt or innocence. If he had 
been convicted of a great ci inrie, l suppose we should 
not admit him whether he had been expelled or not. 

1 speak, this from my own feelings, never having 
had any knowledge of such a case. 

Mr Hazard. Have you ever heard any Mason of 
reputable standing in society, justify the killing; 
•of Morgan? , A ■ . 

Witness . I never heard it justified at all in no 
case, by any Mason. I suppose they would not havo 
^mmn n [/.upri U ».« me. if thav had. I expressed 
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my opinion against it, if it was done by M^onr. It 
was a very unwarrantable act if it was done, a very 
unwise and foolish one , as well as wicked . 

Jl ir. Hazard. Has your Lodge, or any Masonic 
body, passed any vote disapproving of the conduct 
of the persons concerned in the Morgan business, 
and forbidding their admission as visiting brethren ? 

Witness. I know of no proceedings about it; 
I always considered we had nothing to do with it. 
We had nothing to. say whether he was killed or 
not, or murdered or not We were entirely inde- 
pendent of it, and that Masons of this Slate had" no 
more to do with it as such than citizens of this State 
had. It belonged to another jurisdiction. 

Mr. Hazard was requested to put the 11th Inter- 
rogatory, which he had passed over. He put it in 
this form : What do you consider the secrets ot 

- mysteries of Masonry to be ? We dont ask you to 
point out the signs. Do you know any secrets, 

- except thpse disclosed in Bernard and Alfyn ? 

Witness . I consider them ta be merely personal 
matters, by which one Mason knows another. They 
. serve to distinguish ps from other folks. I never 
thought of it before, but such is my impression. 

Mr: HaUett. Do they not enable Masons to co- 
operate secretly, and combine against all other 

* men? and may they not be used tp the' injury of 
other »rien ? 

Witness. I say as a Mason and an old man, that 
the secrets of Masonry ns imparted to me, have tend- 
ed to make me a better man, and more charitable 
to All men, and particularly to ‘Masons. We never 
l rave the secrets under the Inquisition , and we ne- 
ver shall give them. 1 shall not say whether thpse 
pointed out in tfie books 1 are the secrets or not. Let 
those who think they have got them try , and they 

* will find their mistak€. 

Mr. Haile. Are not these secrets such as cannot 
affect any but Masons ? 

Witness. There is nothing in the secrets of Ma- 
sMBonry which can affect any person, but Masons. 

The following question was here pioposed by 
Wr Sprague Jr. — When you enter or leave a Lodge 
"or Chapter, do you make any sign or motion. If 
«o, to what does it allude. Is it intended to impress 
kipon the mind, the penalty of that degree? 

Mr. Hazard. This relates to one of the secrets 

Masonry. • 

Mr. Sprague said that' was the reason he wanted 
the question put. It would explain the penalty. 
Mr- Hazard read the question, aloud, As if to see 
what it was, amd not as putting it to the Witness. 

Witness. I should not like to answer that ques- 
tion. It relates to the parts of our ceremonies 
which your honor hai Said you would not question 
us about ! You must be sensible that it is one of 
those questions you agreed' not to ask us about ! It 
has no bearing on the subject and is merely an en- 
tering wedge to draw some admissions and contra- 
dictions out of us Therefore I should decline 
answering it. I consider it merely a piece of idle 
curiosity to gain advantage. That you may state. 

.[This was the first intimation giten of an under- 
standing between Mr. Hazard and ihe Masons, as 
to the nature of the questions he should ask them. 
Mr. Hazard did not deny the bargain, which was 
thus unexpectedly disclosed, though he evinced 
much chagrin and vexation at the imprudent dis- 
closure made by the witness, and he afterwards 
said to two individuals, that he was an old fool for 
doing so, or words to that effect. 

Mr* Paine Jr. informed Mr.HaZard these were sev- 
eral other questions we should want to ask, such 
as an explanation of the burning bush, and the 5ih 
Libation. Recovering in part from his confusion at 
the unexpected disclosure made by the witness] 

Mr. Hazard said, I have expressed* my opinion 
that it is improper to call upon Masons to di<clos*e 
their secrets. It is improper to make them forfeit 
their honor by disclosing ine secrets they have sworn 
not betray, [(CrMdrder and treason *xcepted,in- 


eludes %1I other crimes, eays Mr. Hazard, v and yet 
Masons are to be protected from disclosing what 
they have sworn not to betray !] We have exam- 
ined Mr. Wilkinson to our satisfaction, and we 
have no curiosity on this point. Ma9tins consider 
themselves bound in honor not to divulge the se- 
crpts, ceremonies and signs, and 1 cant consider 
that any such question can be put with any good 
object* 

Witness. I do hot intend to answer nor deny 
j any thing in reference to the secrets and ceremonies 
of Masonry. Ido not mean to say jwhethe* any 
j such sign is made or is not made. , 

[OCh This respectable witness was under a citiil 
\ oath to tell “ Ihe truth the whole truth , and nothing 
j but the truth.” He was under a Masonic oath, not 
to tell the truth, ir? reply to this question. Which 
oath did he consider superior ? And yet he testi- 
fied a few pages back, that he nevet considered his 
Masonic oath could come in conflict with his civil 
duties, and, if it did, be should give the latter the 
.preference. 

Is not the Masonic practice of this witness more 
conclusive of the binding nature of Masonic oaths, 
than of the force of civil {obligations upon the 
subjects of Masonry ?] 

Mr Paine Jr. requested Mr. Hazard to put the 
following question, which, after som£ delay, and an 
evident. reluctance, was read to the witness as fol- 


lows: 

Are the ceremonies of initiation in the Knight 
Templar's decree in Allyn’s Ritual, page 250, drink- 
ing from the scull, &c., and the representation or 
plate, called the 5th libation, are they Conte t? 
The book was here handed to the witness, who de- 
clined taking it. 

Witness. I never saw this book, I never read ti r 
and I never shall; nor shall I answer whether they 
are correct or not. 

Mr. Hazard. To put an end to this kind of ques- 
tioning, I will A9k, Have you made up your mind 
that you will not answer any question relating to 
the form of initiation, ceremonies and secrets m Ma- 
sonry? 

Witness. I have made up my mind not in An- 
swer. I considered that to be! jgrecd upon by the 
Committee. [CF Civil oath , 1 sweat to tell the 
truth, the tohoie truth!] 

Mr. Sprague (of the Committee) here made some 
suggestions, dissenting from any such agreement 
on his part, and insisting on the question being put. 

Mr. Hazard. Are yoO willing to answer any 
questions relating to the forms of initiation and se- 
crets of Masonry? 

Witness I am not. I consider thtim : merely 
personal. If we are guilty of crimes hang.vs t but 
if we are not, I do not consider the question proper 
to be answered. [|CPA Masonic oath can never 
interfere with a civil oath.] 

Question from Mr. Paine.— Do you know any 
thing about a check flegice or pass word, given to 
yourself op any Mason, since the disclosures- made 
by William Morgan? 

Witncsfs. There was no new degree. . There! 
might have been something to prevent those Ju- 
dases, who had been among us, from' getting 
there again. It was never called a degree. It tons 
to keep out those traitors as wei called them'', the 
seceders and intruder! or spies; people that we <lpn*t 
want should come there. 

[Some conversation not heard passed between 
Mr Sprague and Mr Hazard. The latter seemed 
uneasy. Mr Spragu s turned to the 5th libation in 
Ally n r and insisted on having the obligation as there 
given rqad to the witness who had refused to loolr 
at it in the book. Mr Hazard was thus placed in 
an uncomfortable portion, between his bargain 
with the witness and other' Masons not to ask these 
questions, and the right claimed by Mr Sprague, 
one of the Committee, who objected <6 the bargain 
and insisted upon having the question put. A sad* 
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4en thought appeared to seize Mr. Hazard, which 
presented a mode to extricate hinrnlf, and also to 
unish the witness for. disclosing the bargain that 
ad exposed the partial operations of the majority 
of the Committee.] 

Mr. Hazard — (holding Allyn in his hand.) Mr. 
Wilkinson, it is suggested that this part of the cere- 
mony, at this page of Allyn’s book, is a part ot the 
Knight Tomplar’s obligation which lie swears to. 
If is is so you ought to state it,. It comes under 
your obligations. / 

Witness. We have given yon all the obligations 
Wq were required to. 

Mr. Hazard — ^bl little touched.) But come to 
think of it, this fs an obligation. It is given in the 
form of an oath, t will read it to you from Allyn, 
page 250. 

“ Thifl pure Wine 1 take from (his cup, in testi- 
mony of my belief of the mortality of the body, 
and the immortality of the soul, and as the sins of 
the whole world were iaid upon the' head of our 
Savior, so may the sins of the person whose skull 
this once was, be heaped upon my head in addition 
to my own; and may they appear ih judgment- 
against me,. both here and hereafter, should I vio- 
late or transgress any obligation in Masonry or the 
orders of Knighthood, which I have heretofore ta- 
ken, take at this time or may hereafter be instruct- 
ed in. So help me God. [Drinks the wine.] 

Mr. Hazard. That appears to be an oat h. Is that 
correct? Were these words a part of the obligation? 

Witness. They do not belong to the obligation. 
We have given you the obligation entire, as we 
take it. We gave them as you asked + That is 

CONTRARY TO WHAT HAS BEEN USUALLY CGN81D- 

SRieb our duty ; but the ceremonies we consider 
ks personal, belonging to us, and shall neither affirm 
nor deny. I shall not for one. 

[This answer was made, while Mr Haile was 
writing down the question. After he had written 
it Cut, no read the form of the fifth libation as above, 
and asked] was this administered to you, or did you 
ever see it? 

Witness: I say that is our particular secrets and 
Ceremonies, which I shall not fkel myself 

.. BOUND, UNDER ANY SITUATION TO DISCLOSE. 

[0*There is no Masonic obligation incompatible 
with any civil obligation !] 

Mr Hazard. But I consider this a part of the 
obligation of the Knight Templar, if these words 
are true. 

Witness. I had no such obligation administered 
to toe. 

A question was Here.handed to Mr Hazard, which 
he readily put. Do you know any thing about these 
words ? 

Witness . I know about a great many things in 
Masonry, which / shall not tell you or any other 
wait, whether ft did or did not make a part of the 
ceremonies, I neither affirm or deny. 

Mr Hazard. As the answer now is, it may lead to a 
wrong conclusion that it is so. I think you might 
'as a Mason answer in the negative, if it is not true ? 

. Wit nest. I think that would be un unfair ques- 
tfdn. You have said it might be answered as a ma- 
eott. It is what as a mason I will never submit to. 
[ThO witness hero lifted up both arms.] 

Hazard . That is right, Mir Wilkinson. — 
There is nothing improper in your secrets,, that is 
proved. All societies have their secrets. But cn’t 
you ahswer if these words wereor were not used in 
the cerenfany or initiation of a Kight Templar? 

Witnesi: As to the secret ceremonies of that or 
any other degree, I will neither affirm or deny. 

Mr Hazard. Wont that leave an impression 
rather that it is in the ceremonies-? 

Witness. That would be an unnecessary question. 

Mr Haile , then put it to Witness In this form.-* 
Were these words used in any part of the cere- 
mony or initiation in the degree of Knight Templar? 

Witness. In regard to the ceremonies fa this 


I or any other degree of l>Iasonry, I neither ~affirarf 
[.nor deny. , * 

Mr Hazard. Mr WilkiAson, that looks very much 
as if it was so! / 

Witness . (Rather out of patience) I can’t help 
how it looks ! 

Question from B. F. Hallett. Is there any thing 
in the Royal Arch Oath, which refers to keeping 
the secrets of a brother companion ? 

Witness . I do not now recollect of any other 
than the penalty of our former obligation, ih the 
Master’s oath, to keep each other’s secrets. Wheth- 
er that is again expressed in the FLoyal Arch oath, 

I do hot know. It strikes rile not, he being consul 
ered already bound by reference to his former ob- 
ligation as a Master Mason. It may be incorporate 
ed again by some. 

. Question from' the same. But how is a Royal 
Arch Mason bound by his oath to keep the secrets 
of a brother companion ? 

Witness. There is that which obligates him in 
addition to his former obligation to keep the Maste? 
Mason’s oath. 

Mr. Haile. That don’t meet the question, tie 
then read the written Royal Arch oath, as handed 
in, wjiicb had no reference to keeping secrets, bi* 
to the Master’s oath. ‘ 

Witness. There is nothing different in the bath 
as I received it or heard it. The Master’s oath. 

Mr. Haile. The Master’s oath has -nothing to do 
.with it. You do not Understand it. It is no an 
swer at all. The question is whether you are.bbund 
in any way, to keep the secrets of a Royal Arch 
Mason ? ' 

Witness. No further- than thp other clause in the 
Master’s degree. That we snoiild not reveal the 
secrets of a Royal Arch Mason, we "are bound in 
the same wav; but nothing in. addition. [(CTThat 
is murder ana treapoh excepted .J . . , \ 

Mr. Hazard* Doeji that coinprehehd the whole 
oath ? [pointing (p the written oath.] 

Witness. It does. You see we bind ourselves 
ribt to give the • degree except to one who is a Mas- 
ter Mason. 

Jlfr Haile. From whenek, are dispensations ob- 
tained for Grand Lodges,* Grand Chapters and. 
Grand Encampments. 

Witness. While we were under the British gov- 
ernment, we had a Deputy Grand Lodge derived 
from their Grand Lodge. The higher orders were 
not introduced then, and a Convention was called, 
and the (general Grand Chapter formed;. The 
General' Grand Encampment was formed in the 
same manner. 

The. Grand Lodges in the States we?c formed .by 
the subordinate Lodges m each State, without any 
, foreign dispensation, 
i How wjere the Chapters formed ? 

I have told in this State. In other States I dor 
not know. 

After the General Grand Chapter was formed, 
that constitution provided that there should be 
Grand Chapters in each State, represented at that 

time. j 

Question by request. Have you' ever known a . 
Mason to give the secrets to one who was not a 
Mason, or to one of an inferior degree r 

Witness. 1 never have known it. 

Have yon 4e a Mason ever been told any thing 
respecting Morgan, or bis difficulties. 

Witness. I never have. 

Did you ever know Lewis C. Brown of Cumber- 
land, having been tried in the Grand Lodge for an 
offence Against Masonry. 

Witness i I have some faint recollection of such 
atrial, i remember there was a difficulty. I can- 
’ not state respecting it. There was a difficulty bo- 
i tween him and bis «Lodge. and an appeal to the 
Grand Lodge. I cannot recollect the proceedings. 
Ip reply to Mr Hazard, says he presumes the rec- 
erds will show. I do not remember bow long ago 

. y < 


>( w»a, whether ten or twenty years. 1 bad no con* 
cern with it. It was after I was active in the 
Lodge. Ha was not tried in the Grand Lodge. If 
I recollect rjght a Committee was appointed. 

S Tbe testimony of Wm. Wilkinson here closed, 

I the Committee adjourned till Wednesday morn- 
ing.^ We again invite a careful examination of this 
testimony. Mr Wilkinson has evidently given his 
testimony with a 'high degree of conscientiousness. 
He appears deeply sensible of the importance of a 
civil oath, and yet Masonic obligations were strong- 
er upon the mind of even such, a man, than civil 
or conscientious obligations.] 

Wednesday Morning , December 14. The Cora 
mittee met at 9 o’clock. Present Messrs. Hazard. 
Sprague and Haile. Barzillai Cranston, Esq. was 
called by Mr. Hazard. Mr. Cranston is High 
Pjusst of the Providence Royal Arch Chapter, 
and at the same time Secretary of Mount Vernon 
Lodge; a practical illustration of the intimate con- 
wextion between Chapters and Lodges; for whatev- 
er the President of the Chapter should desire to 
havo done in the Lodge, respecting its funds, dkc. 
the Secrotary of the Lo^ge could carry into effect, 
^md vice versa. Mr Cranston is a printer, and re- 
cently attempted to get up a Masonic paper, which, 
he issued proposals to puplish, but without success, 
Ho is a very respectable and unimpeachable citizen- 
a man of prudence and circumspection, and consci- 
•ncions in his dealings, but very ardently attached 
to Masonry, in which he has attained more distinc- 
tion than under any other circumstance. 

The embarrassments under which Mr. Wilkinson 
labored in giving his testimony, viva voce, seemed 
to have suggested to Mr. Hazard and the Masonic 
witnesses, the necessity of obviating the like expos- 
ure, by coming prepared with a written statement, 
the result of careful examination and “caution,” 
by a comparison of its different parts so as to avoid 
contradiction. Thus, to the surprise of all not in 
the secret, Mr. Cranston appeared with a written 
reply to certain interrogatories with which Mr. 
Hazard had privately furnished him the day before, 
as the only interrogatories the Committee would put 
to hiin, thus giving him ample time to answer them 
circumspectly in writing. [A similar indulgence, it 
is behoved, was never before granted to a witness ] 
l2iA Witness. Barzillai Cranston, High 
Priest. Mr. Cranston was called by Mr. Hazard, 
and instead of being sworn to tell the truth, the 
whple truth, and nothing but the truth, as had been 
done with all the preceding witnesses, he was af- 
firm'd i% to make true answers to such questions as 
may he asked ! ” Under this oath, he handed ip his 
written statement, drawn up by himself, in answer 
to the interrogatories privately furnished him. 

These facts Mr Haile suppresses in his minutes.] 
Written Statement drawn up bv Barzillai 
Cranston, when not under oath. 

Barzillai Cranston, in answer to questions, says he 
Isa Printer in Providence, ; s a Mason, & member 
and Secretary of Providence Mount Vernon Lodge 
in Providence, Providence Royal Arch Chapter, 
Member of Council of Royal and Select Masters in 
Providence and member of the Grand Lodge. 
Tookthe three first degrees, in 1814, in St. John’s 
Lodge, and others, including Royal Arch, in 1817, 
and the Select Master, in 1826. Is at present 
High Priest in the Chapter. Oaths were ad- 
ministered in each degree, and were received in 
good faith by him, which oaths deponent says have 
beep written out in full, find laid before the Honor- 
able Committee. A good deal of pains havo been 
taken to give the precise words of the obligations 
as they have been given most, In the different 
bodies, by consultation among the prevent and past 
officers. That form which the most of the officers 
had used, was agreed upon as the most proper form. 
Witness is certain that these obligations are correcj, 
that is, as he learnt them; and he did learn them of 
'Ha officers who administered (ham to him. 


His view of the obligations is that they are an 
cient forms and solemn asseverations ; that they 
have been kept In use as much for their antiquity 
as for any other reason except the want of confi- 
dence in the members to frame better ones, as the 
Charter of this State has been clung to. The de- 
claration that the obligation is not intended to inter- 
fere with the candidates religieus or political duties, 
as well as the Changes delivered or read from the 
Monitor, to every candidate, I consider proper qual- 
ifications of the obligations. 1 have known the af- 
firmation to be given to candidates, and should al- 
ways have considered it my duty, while presiding, 
to administer it on being requested to. I know of 
nothing in Masonry, against giving or taking the af- 
firmation. My construction of jthe point in the 
Master’s obligation which says ‘ I will keep a broth- 
er’s secrets, &c.’ is, that the word worthy ought to 
be understood , as it is expressed in a preceding 

point, AND THAT THEY ARE BINDING OR ME SO FAK 
THAT I WOULD SUFFER THE PENALTIES RATHER 
TUAN REVEAL WHAT 1 HAVE THEREIN PROMISED 
TO CONCEAL, AND NO FURTHER. So I HAVE IN- 
STRUCTED others. Had the obligations been framed 
to suit modem times, the explanation and qualifica- 
tions, which our improved moral sense has given 
them, would be unnecessary. As a consequence 
of the Masonic compact, I can state that money has 
been appropriated by the Lodge I .belong to for 
charitable purposes in every year since it was 
chartered by the State. I never visited a Lodge or 
other Masonic body out of this State but onco, and 
that was in Seekonk, Mass, for the purpose of giv- 
ing them information . respecting conferring the de- 
grees and the lectures. 

I have never heard a Mason justify the murder or 
killing of Morgan, and never heard one speak lightly 
of that transaction since it has been believed dt all to 
be true. Before it was thought to be true, I heard 
Masons and others speak lightly of it, as a story got 
up for some other purpose-— that of making sale for 
his book, &c. — rather than because It was true. 

1 consider the Masonic Institution a charitable 
one, not merely a mutual insurance company, be- 
cause a member or his distressed family may draw 
nut more than he ever paid in. If a Mason is in 
distress his claim for relief is good. (See by law 
and abstract ef charities.) 

The by lawe (of Mount Vernon Lodge) provide 
for the expulsion of a member for disclosing ‘ any 
of the transactions of the Lodge to the disadvan- 
tage of the Craft, or any individual brother,* or if 
he eonduct himself disorderly or by vicieusness and 
immorality of conduct act unworthy the character 
of a Mason. I know of no other punishment than 
expulsion. 


me by laws are generally written and kept in a 
book subject to the inspection of any member. The 
constitution and by laws of the Grand Lodge are 
printed, and lay on the table. I have printed by 
laws for a Lodge. I know of no secret by laws. 
Amount of money paid for charitable purposes from 
1799 to 1830. 


1799. 

$18 

1815. 

45 

1800. 

10 67 

1816. 

57 

1801. 

18 

1817. 

106 69 

»* 

30 50 

13 25 

1818. 

1819. 

46 15 
48 50 

1804. 

-13 

1820. 

63 

1805. 

15 75 

1821. 

’ 85 

1806. 

28 36 

1822. 

56 75 

1807. ’ 

38 62 

1828. 

107 25 

1808. 

15 12 

1824. 

107 75 

1809. 

15 

1825. 

97 04 

1810. 

28 50 

ayi&w. 

182 50 

1811. 

48 06 

0CM827. 

100 92 

1812. 

84 25 

1828. 

97 

1818. 

29 

18&9. 

71 

1814. 

68 

1830. 

74 50 



T 

$1,705 13 
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Exclusive of money raised by subscription which 
probably amounted to several hundred dollars. 

(Signed,) JASON WILLIAMS, Com 

Provident* , May 1630. 

A true copy from the records of Mount Vernon 
Lodge. B. CRANSTON, Secretary. 

Providence , June 3, 1831. 

After Mr. Cranston had handed in bis written 
statement, Mr. 'Haile, by request of Antimasotis, 
read the variations in the oaths from Allyn’s Ritual, 
omitted in the written oaths handed in by the Ma* 
sons. 

1st. As to the Grand Hailing Sign, witness was- 
asked if he Over heard it in the oath. 

Witness. I am confident 1 never did. 

2d. 41 1 will not speak ill of a brother mason, nei- 
ther behind hi? back or before his fate, but wilt ap - 
prize him of all approaching danger.” Did you 
ever bear that? 

Witness. I never did ! [After a pause, witness 
added] There is a point in the obligation similar 
to that, “ that I will' not wrong a brother , or de- 
prive him of his good name.” 

[0*Mark the prevarication. The witness en- 
deavors to carr^r au impression that there is a mate- 
rial difference in the 2d point between the Rhode 
Island oath and Allyn’s, and he so answers as' to 
make it appear that the most objectionable clause, 
“ will apprise him of all approaching danger,'* is not 
in the Rhode Island oath ! To show how nigh the 
wind Masons can swear , touching their oaths, who 
are conscientious men in all other respects, refer- 
ence is here made to the terms of this point as given 
in Allyn’s oath, and in the Rhode Island oath,, 
which this witness had just previously sworn was 
literally correct, hut which he almost denies, when 
it is put to him as a variation 4n AUyn’s form. 

From the Master's Oath in Allyn's Ritual . 

“ That I will not speak evil of a brother Master 
Mason, neither behind his back nor before his face, 
but will apprize. him of all approaching danger” 
From the same oath written out by the Grand Lodge. 

“That 1 will not wrong a brother, or dlprive 
him of his good' name, or suffer it to be done by 
others, if in my power to .prevent it, but will ap- 
prize him of all approaching danger , so far as it 
shall come to my knowledge r* 

The Utter is in reality etronger than the first, 
and yet the witness worded his answer so as to 
convey an impression that the obnoxious clause was 
not in the Rhode Island oath. Other witnesses it 
will be found went farther, and flatly denied that 
the clause, “ apprize him of all approaching dan- 
ger” was tn the Rhode Island oath at all !] 

3d. Keeping a brother’s secrets, murder, and 
treason excepted, and they left to my election. 
Did you ever hear it so administered ? 

Witness . No Sir. The form is, I wiH keep the 
•secrets of a brother Master Mason, murder and trea- 
son excepted. 

4th. Relative to going on a Master Mason’s 
errand ? , 

Witness. .1 nevqr heard that administered. 

6th. If any part is omitted, &c. 

Witness. I never heard that. 1 

Variations in the Royal Arch oath. 

6tU. The Grand Omnific word ? 

Witness. I never heard it in that form. 

[Mr. Hazard did not ask in what form he had 
heard it.] 

7th. Will apprize of approaching danger ? 

Witness. I never heard that ! 

8th. I will assist a companion Royal Arch Ma- 
son, when I see him engaged many difficulty — and 
will espouse his cause so far as to extricate him 
from the same, whether he be right or wrong — 
Did you ever hear that ? 

Witness . Mot the latter part off it. There is a 
clause in the Royal Arch oath , embracing the first 
part of it. I never heard “ espouse his cause so 
hr as to extricate him from the same, whether he 


be tight or wrong.” This obligation cenfloes the 
assistance to a worthy brother. 

[1 trNote. The High Priest here admits that' 

there is a clause in the Royat Arch oath embracing 
this point? viz : — “ I will assist a companion Royal 
Arch Mason, when I see him engaged in any diffi- 
culty.” In this he accords precisely with the testi- 
mony of Mr. Thacher, and establishes the substance 
of the allegation that Royal Arch Masons are bound 
to assist each other in any difficulty, under all cir- 
cumstances, and of coarse whether right or wrong 
And yet it is a remarkable fact, that the written ' 
Royaf Arch, oath handed in by the Rhode island v 
Masons, does-not contain a word about assisting s 
.Royal Arch Companion, when engaged 4h any diffi-* 
culty. But the High Priest admits that there it 
such -an obligation in the oath, though lie says it is 
confined to a worthy brother. What a worthy 
brother is, Past High Priest Wilkinson lias informed 
us. Mr. Haile, in his fhinutes, omits a part of the 
witness* answer to the above question, but retains 
the substance of the admission that there is such 
an. obligation, viz : to assist a worthy brother com- 
panion, when engaged in any difficulty.] 

9th. * 1 will keep all the secrets of a Companion^ 
■Roy al Arch Mason, when communicated to me a* 
such, without exception , or murder and treason not 
excepted.' Did you ever hear, that clause? 

Witness. Mot the r.ATTKR part of it. I never 
heard the expressions in the latter part of this ex<* 
tract administered 1 

[ttTAbfc. A very pregnant answer, and for one# 
Mr Haile has taken down here the very words of the 
witness. 1 1 never heard the expression in the lat- 
ter part ' that is without exception, or murder and 
treason excepted. The infetrence is plain, J have 
heard the first p<frt, viz. * I will keep all ihe secrets 
of a Companion Roval Arch Mason when commu- 
nicated tor me as such.' All means all; precisely as 
Mr Thacher , stated the obligation he took in the 
Royal Arch degree, viz. * to keep all “the secrets of 
a Companion committed to me as such.* Mr Cran- 
ston thus lolly sustains die testimony of Mr Thach- 
er, and yet it is another remarkable instance of Ma- 
sonic prevarication somewhere*, that the written R. 
Island oath, in the Royal Arch degree, as handed 
ta the Committee, contains nftt a 'word about keep- 
ing the secrets of a companion, of any description 
or under any circumstances ! Had the oath always 
been administered without any. reference to keeping 
secrets, would not the answer of the High Priest 
have been, 4 1 never heard that clause, or any part 
of it;* instead of ‘ I never heard the expressions in 
the latter part J] 

[The following question in Mr Hallett’s hand 
writing, Mr Haile was here requested to put. Mr 
Hazard had stepped ont at this moment, and Mr 
Haile read the question. It was afterwards incor- 
porated among the variations marked E.J 

10th. In the obligation of the Royal Arch de 
gree, as read to you from paper marked B, is. this 
sentsnee. 7tb. ‘ That I will not give the grand 
Royal Arch word in any manner except that in 
which I may receive it.’ Is the manner there re- 
ferred to the same described in this obligation as 
given in Allyn’s Ritual, viz, ‘ in the presence of 
three Companion Royal Arch Masons, mysell ma- 
king one of the number, and then by three times 
three under a living arch, and at low breath ?’ 

Witness. The obligation is, that 1 will not give 
the word, except in the manner 1 have. received it. 

Mr Hallett. To show fhat the oaths are alike, 
we want to know if the * manner ’ is the same as is 
described in the Royal Arch oath given in Allyn’s 
Ritual. 

Witness. I think I have answered that ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Hallett. Where is it answered ? 

Jlfr. Haile. The question is whether the manner 
alluded to in the written oath is the same described 
in the printed oath. 
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Witness After a pause. Well, sir, 1 should an- 
swer that the first part is correct, and decline an- 
omming the rest. 

‘[O’.ATotc. This witness bad taken a civil oath to 
make true answers to such questions as should be 
put to him, under the peril of the penalty of perju- 
ry ! and yet he refused to answer a question put to 
him by Mr Haile, one of the Committee, because 
he bad attorn as a Mason to conceal and never re- 
veal. Which oath did he regard most binding in 
this case; his civil or his Masonic oath !] 

Witness was asked by request, if the penalty in the 
Past Master’^ degree was ever given, to have my 
tongue split from tip to root ? 

IVitneM. I never so heard it. 

Mr Hallett here observed that in the written 
statement banded in by Mr Cranston, he had given 
an acconotof the charities of the LoJge for several 
years, in order to judge of those charities it was 
necessary to ascertain for what purpose the money 
was applied, and also the relative proportion of those 
charities to the receipts and to other expenditures 
of the Lodge. He wished this question to be par- 
ticularly asked, viz. 

• What was the amount of the receipts of your 
Lodge arising from fees, quarterly dues and all other 
sources, during the, years in which you state certain 
sums were paid out as charities, and what were the 
expenditures, during that period for all other pur- 
poses f 

Mr John Miller, and Mr Peter Grinnell, high Ma- 
sons-, who were sitting at the table, both objected 
to this as a very improper question. One of them 
remarked aloud, if the Lodge had done so much, 
why not give them the credit of it. It was Bufli- 
<cieii<t to state what they had done. We had no more 
light to inquire into their private expenses, than we 
had into the expenses of au individual. 

Witness* l am finable to state. The records will 
show. 

Mr Ballou. Then the records ought to be pro- 
duced; and the statement shown. These Lodges are 
chartered as charitable societies, and we cannot 
judge whether they have wasted their funds or not, 
. unless we can see bow much money they have had 
toexpend, end what proportion has gone for chari- 
ties and for -other purposes. Mr Cranston has taken 
pains to collect all the charities, as he calls them, 
and we ask to see the receipts and expenditures. 

[Mr. Hazard , who had been absent a short time, 
aa above stated, came in and took his seat, about 
ihi* time, which put an end to all further attempts 
to get at the facts of the case. The following 
question was put by request.] Can you state any 
Instance' in w/rich a brother or his family receiv- 
ed more in cbarftv than he paid in in fees, quarterly 
due?. &c. If so state the instance ? 

Witness. I think i* could with the assistance of 
the records, and the orders drawn .by the charitable 
committees on the Treasury, as Audited and record- 
ed at llie end of the year, i nothing of quar- 
terly dues being paid. 

[After this occurrence in Iheexarmua^on, a writ- 
ten request was sent to the Committee, ^7 
would require Mr C/anston to produce a sta^c^ent 
of the receipts and expenditures of the Lodge for 
each year, to accompaiiy the statement made in his 
deposition of the sums paid out in those years, for 
charities, and also for what charities they were paid, 
it was also suggested that the gums set down for 
charities in 182(5 and 1827, ought to be explained. 
It is remarkable that the charities of those two 
years, the period of Morgan’s abduction and the trial 
of the iccstern sufferers , amount to $283 42, a much 
larger sum than in any other two years in the es- 
timate.] 

[The Committee took no notice of this request, 
(calling for an exhibit of the receipts and expendi- 
tures) Jut permitted Mr Cranston’s statement to go 

h, without calling upon him to show the receipts 


and other expenditures. And not only in this thing 
did they evince their determination to evade fair, 
investigation, but they afterwards allowed th» 
same Mr Cranston, to append to his deposition, net 
under oath % a note in which he gives at second A and, 
from "Jason Williams, a pretended statement of char- 
ities to individuals, from the Lodge ; and this hear- 
say account, not sworn to by any one or even certi- 
fied, is appended to this deposition of Mr Cranston, 
and appears in the published report of the Cor* 
miUee as a part of the testimony ! And yet thil 
candid Committee could not get from the Secret* 
ry of Mount Vernon Lodge a statement of the re- 
ceipts and expenditures of that Lodge ! That the 
Committee might*have no excuse for evading that 
inquiry into the receipts, and expenditures of the 
Lodge, a call was made upon them in the Provi- 
dence Daily Advertiser, of December 15, 1831, the 
day after they bad refused to comply with a writ- 
ten request to procure that evidence. The call 
in the Advertiser was as follows : 

“ I beg leave to make one suggestion either ti 
the Committee on Masonry, or to the public, 1 donl 
much care which, if it is understoood. it is this, 
lu the testimony of the Secretary of Mount Ver- 
non Lodge, there is a statement carefully drawn up 
of what is called the charities , for thirty one years, 
amounting to $1700, or about $58 per year. A call 
was made [by Antimasons] for the account of re- 
ceipts of the Lodge during that time, together with 
its amount of funds and the sums expended for all 
other purposes except charity , but has not yet been 
complied with. Now i agree this is the best exhib- 
it of lpasonic charity, ever made by a Lodge, if* 
be all reed chanty ; but at the same tilde we ought 
to see the other items of the account to understand 
it. If this statement is to be appended to the Sec- 
retary's deposition, an exhibit of receipt* and ex- i 
penditures ought to go with it, or it is not fair 
play.*’ 

A newspaper containing the above paragraph, was 
laid on the table of the Cohimittee, Friday morn- 
ing, Dec. 16. They still persisted in their deter- 
mination not to permit the statements called for to 
be given to the public, and they afterwards put in- 
to their published report a hearsay story from this 
same witness about charities, without requiring him 
to make the exhibit that had been so repeatedly and 
so publicly called for ! This is one specimen of 
their fairness, and of their boasted indulgence , lo 
Antimasons, in putting all question they were de- 
sired te ! 

Another fact should be mentioned in this con- 
nexion, that will show the determination of the Ma- 
sons, in which they were upheld by the Committee, 

TO KEEP THEIR RECORDS SECRET. 

One or two large Ledgers, purporting to be the 
records 7>f the Lodge, were observed on the table, 
but no one bad examined them. > The day after the 
Committee had refused to make any inquiry into 
the funds and expenditure of Lodges, &c. Mr 
Hallett took up one of these books of records, with 
a view to examine the accounts of receipts and ex- 
penditures. He had just began to make a note with 
a pencil from apart of the records when Moses Rich- 
ardson, (Treasurer of the Grand Encampment) 
£*me up and seized the book with some violence, 
sayufffi “ that book is in my custody, we dont allow 
the RecC^ds. of Si. John’s Lodge to be seen by you 
or any other .Antimason.” The records were not 
afterwards seen, a*‘d as the Committee would 
look at them, and others could not, they were m 
effectually sealed as if they hsd been buried under 
the Altar with the Master's lost word ! Immedi- 
ately after Mr RipWrdson bad seized the records, a 
note was written signed by William Sprague, Abra- 
ham WilkinsonyriViiliam Harris, Walter Paine, Jr. 
and B. F. Hallett, stating that ail access was deni- 
ed to the records of the Lodger, which we presumed 
had been brought there for inspection, and desiring 
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to know If the Committee sanctioned this proceed- 
ing ? The note was placed before Mr Haile, but no 
notice whatever was taken of the statement it con- 
tained, by the majority of the Committee. 

After this transaction, it was found utterly ira-. 
possible to get, through this committee, any inquiry 
into the wasteful and "useless expenditures of Lod- 
ges, or the amount of their funds, and the Commit- 
tee were left to pursue, their own partial course. — 
Had the Committee been disposed to act fairly, it is 
believed that some other charities might have been 
proved, where at least a thousand dollars had "been 
expended in the mummeries of a Masonic funeral, 
and the widow of the deceased Mason left des- 
titute ; with but trifling if any assistance from 
Masonic bodies.] 

The following question was put by request. Tou 
state that the firms of oaths presented here, were 
agreed to by most of those who consulted about 
forming them. Who were the persons who con- 
sulted together and agreed to those forms, find di- 
rected them to be exhibited as your obligations ? 

Witness. Joseph S. Cooke [Grand Master], Peter 
Grinnell [General Grand Treasurer], Wm. C. Bar- 
ker [Grand Commander], James Salisbury [Master 
of the Veils, we believe], Christian M. Nestell 
[Grand Recorder], Cyrus Fisher, John Andrews 

{ former officers in the Chapter], Moses Richardson 
Treasurer o{ the Grand Encampment], Samuel 
-Jackson, 2d. [Past High Priest], and Bazillai Cran- 
ston [High Priest]. [The witness did not state 
their Masonic titles. They are given here to show 
the source from whence the written oaths came, 
mnd the Masonic power and influence which those 
who framed them could exert to induce all other 
Masqns (o believe they comprised the exact forms 
as administered to them. A few omissions, under 
such circumstances, would not be called in ques- 
tion. That there were omissions in the Royal 
Arch oath, is plainly shown by the statements of 
Messrs. Wilkinson and Cranston, relative to obliga- 
tions of that oath requiring them to assist a brother 
in any difficulty, and to keep his secrets.] 

Witness — after giving the above names. I don’t 
know that I can name any others at present. It 
was the intention to give them as they have been 
administered in St. John’s Lodge, Chapter and 
“Council, and Mount Vernon Lodge, for a number 
of years. There were no objections to reporting 
them as the form of oaths. I found I had used the 
word unless, where others had except , and there 
were some such othor immaterial variations. 

[tt^FMr John Andrews, one of the above num- 
ber, stated to John Hall and B. F. Hallett, after the 
investigation, that there were objections in this 
council or committee against giving the oaths at all. 
That one of them said be would sooner have his 
arm cut off than do it, and that a great many Ma- 
sons still considered the oaths as much thd secrets 
•of Masonry, as, any other part ef the institution ] 
Mr. Hazard. Have, to your knowledge, any of 
the funds of these two Lodges been misapplied, 
and directed to ether than the legitimate objects of 
‘the Lodge ? 

Wit mm. I believe they have not. Not to my 
knowledge. Not one individual out of ten hus- 
bands his funds better than these Lodges do. 

Question 'from John Miller, (Mason). Have 
not sums been vbkistariiy paid by. members of 
the Lodges, in charities, exclusive of the funds ? 

Witness. Formerly, when the funds were small, 
and the members few, this was the case. The 
Lodges appointed a committee to solicit contribu- 
tions, to be applied for the relief of distressed mem- 
bers and their families. I have been under the im- 
pression that the papers were returned to the.Lodge, 
but they cannot be found. 

fJCT As the subject of the funds and charities had 
been brought up here by masons, it was thought 
bast $9 propose some questions on the other side, to 


draw out facts, if possible, on a subject which the 
Committee seemed resolyed to Keep .in the dark. — 
The following question was handed by \V. Paine, 
Jr. What are the legitimate objects of expenditure 
to which the funds of a Lodge are applied ? Mr 
Hazard hesitated, and put the question very reluct- 
antly. He said he considered it already answered 
under the question as to the general objects of Ma- 
sonry. Mr Sprague wished it put, and it was read 
to witness. 


Witness. The legitimate objects I understand to 
be, that they «ere to be applied to charities, and 
other purposes. [|Cjp*Mr Haile has put this dowu • 
charitable purposes , which was not the janguage 
of witness.] ’ ** 

Mr Hazard . Do you mean to say that they are 
applied to charity, and the ordinary necessary ex- 
penses of the Lodge ? 

Witness. 1 do. * 

It was here remarked aside, by Antimasons, that 
this explained nothing, unless you could get at the 
receipts, and all the expenditures of the Lodge ? 

Mr Hazard overheard the remark, and said — It 
seems that is not satisfactory. 

Mr Hallett. No Sir. You may put this ques- „ 
tion if you please. 

What do you understand by the ordinary and 
necessary expenses of a Lodge or Chapter ? 

Witness. It would take Bometime to answer that 
question in full. I should consider if they wanted 
fuel, oil, printing, and such like, they would be 
bound to pay for them. Also repairs of building, 
tools , trowels — and a good many things I could 
' think of if 1 had time. [Mr Haile omits all tbesef 
particulars in his minutes.] 

Mr. Hazard. By necessary * and ordinary ex- 
penses do you include any other than those you 
have enumerated and things of that character ? 

L Witness. I have never kno*i> any entertain- 
ments that had been paid for out of the funds; — not 
in the Lodges in this town. 

Question by reauest. What do you mean by * 
saying, in the Lodges ? 

Witness. I think there have been instances in 
the Chapter. I have never known it in the Lodges, 

I am pretty sure.' I have heard the members of 4he 
| Chapter say that it was sometimes necessary to have 
soma refreshments iff a long sitting — crackers and 
cheese. The sittings of the Chapters were longer 
than the Lodges. There was a supper paid for by 
the Chapter recently, on the occasion of an election. 

It was an unpleasant evening, few persons were 
present, and we voted to- pay the person who provi- 
ded the supper out of the funds. 

W. Paine, Jr. offered a question, whether contri-- 
butions were paid to the Grand Lodge from subor- 
dinate Lodges, and from Chapters to the Grand 
Chapter. Mr H&z&rd said it was unnecessary, and 
would be embraced iu some other question. He 
would now propose the general interrogatories. Mr 
Haile, read Mr. Wilkinson’s deposition! It, was ac- 
cordingly read to witness. 

Witness. ’ in reference to the cable tow, the defi- 
nition I have given and heard others, is that we 
were at liberty to bring it within the line of our 
duty. The declaration that the obligations wera 
not to interfere with my duty to God or my country, 
has always been impressed on my min'd as a duty. 
The declaration coming from the same source that 
the obligations did, 1 considered them aa explain- 
ing each other.' I did not consider I gave, a right to 
take life, or bound myself to take that of others. 

I believe the address was always given befbre the 
oaths in the degrees above master. I think it was. 

It was considered proper that it should be given. 

I can say for myself I always had an aversion to 
oaths, but for form’s sake I have submitted to 
them. I do not consider the Masoqic oaths as in- 
compatible with my religious or civil duties. 

1 nave proposed question* respecting the nature 
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and extent c f Masonic penalties, km] heard the seme 
arguments used by. Masons, which I have before 
Hated. Have heard them explained in the manner 
as I have before stated. 

Mr. Sprague asked if he had ever done this in 
open Lodge? 

Witness. I don’t remember that I ever did. in 
opon Lodge, but either before or after the^ opening 
at id closing of the Lodge. 1 think I have in open 

Lodge. 

Mr. Sprague. YVhen was this, and on what oc- 
• casion? # • 

Witness. If my recollection serves me, I Have 
done it occasionally ever siAce I was a Mason, to 
the leading members. 

Mr. Spraque . What was the construction put 
upon the penalties? 

IVitness. I have heard the arguments used as 1 
- have before staged. 

Mr. Hazard. Was the construction you have put 
upon the penalties, the same put upon them' by the 
members? 

Witness. I might say, without vanity, that the 
younger members looked up td me for correct Ma- 
sonic information generally. [Mr. Haile added 
something here the witness did not say.] 

Question, by request. Was there ever any dis- 
tinct proposition to revise or alter these obligations? 

Witness. I do not remember ever hearing any 
made. to Masonic bodies, while in session. 

Question from B. F. Hallett. You say the 
younger members looked* up to you for Masonic in- 
struction. Did you ever instruct a younger mem-' 

' her, that if he were to reveal his masonic secrets, 

, he would not b+ liable to the penalties of his obliga- 
tions f 

Witness. (In' some embarrassment.) 1 don’t re- 
member as T ever did. 1 don’t remember ever giv- 
ing a Mason sucb instruction. The bylawB of the 
Lodges in this town recognize no other punishment 
than ’expulsion. 1 have generally referred to the 
bylaws for instruction. 1 never remember to have 
heard any such question proposed. 

[O* Query. Is it not plain from this declaration, 
that before the, murder of Morgan, Masons were 
left with the impression that their penalties would 
be inflicted if they revealed the secrets, and that 
no intimation was given by the leading Masons, 
that the penalties did not mean just as thoy read 
— death?] 

Question by request. If you had a vote to give, 
or iavor to grant, were you bound to prefer a Ma- 
son to one who was qpt, in similar circumstances? 
(This question witness was not required to an- 
swer.] . > 

Question by request Do you know when Royal 
Arch Masonry originated? [This question witness 
did not answer.] 

In answer to 27th interrogatory, relative to com- 
municating expulsions to Lodges in other States, 
witness says, 

I believe the custom is, for the Lodges in this 
% state to give, notice to the Grand Lodge, and they 
to com nunicate it to all other Grand Lodges.* 

Mr. Hazard. What order is taken on the expnl- 
siou of a member,' being communicated from one 
Lodge to another? 

Witness. 'I am not able to state. 

Mr. Hazard. But if it is communicated from a 
Lodge in another state? 

Witness. When a member is expelled, his name , 
is reported to the Grand body to which he is subor- 
dinate, and they communicate it to similir Masonic 
bodies m other states. 

Mr. Hazard. What course is then taken? 

. Witness. I believe the Grand Lodge here has 
made a piactice of putting down .the names of per- 
sons expelled from Lodges in other Btates, and com- 
municating the names printed with their anhual 
proceedings, and distributing them to their subor- 
dinate Lodges. Of late this |ia'f *>ot bekn done. I 


can't recollect of having teen or beard of a list oT 
expulsion for a year or two. 

Mr. Hazard. Has any Masonic body in this 
State, to your knowledge, received any communi- 
cation relative^ to the abduction or murder of Mor- 
gan? 

Witness . I should answer that question the same 
as Mr* Wilkinson has. 

Question . Is not a Mason, so long as he belongs 
to a Lodge, entitled to be received in all Lodges, 
as a visiting brother, and if a conspicuous Mason 
in another &tate, were found tobe guily of a crime, 
would he afterwards be admitted to a Lodge in this 
State? 

Witness. Mr. Wilkinson's answer is not pre- 
cisely such as I should give. ' I think that a visiter 
would not be admitted unless he was supposed tobe 
a worthy brother. 

Mr. Hazard. The object of this question is to 
ascertain whether all Masons are jno% received in 
Lodgfes, who have an appearance of respectability, 
and if that is the case, whether when it is got to be 
notorious that any Mason has committed a high 
crime, it is not customary to take some order in the 
Lodges, that if he presents himself for admission he 
ma) be known ? For instance, suppose De Witt 
Clinton had been proved to have been concerned in 
the abduction of Morgan, Was convicted and the 
trial published. In such a case would jiot the Lodges 
here fee) it' their duty to take some order about it, 
to prevent bis admission ? 

[CP* Mr Hazard here put the question fairly.— 
Mark the answer, which we give in the precise 
words of the High Priest.] ' * 

Witness. I should THiJrk the t would sat 

NOTHING ABOUT IT UNLESS HE HAD BEEN EXPELL- 
ED WHERE HE BELONGED. THEY WOULD TAKE 
NO NOTICE OF IT ! 

Mr. Hazard. But if he was convicted of a 
crime ? 

Witness . 1 Should say he would AOt be admitted, 
unless he was Supposed to, be a vt'okTHY brother. 

Mr Hazard. Has any Masonic body in this . State 
disapproved of the conduct of those masons, engaged 
in the abduction and murder of Morgan ? 

Witness. I should think the Grand Lodge had 
•expressed their disapprobation of the killing of 
Morgan. 

Mr Hallett. Where ? 

Witness. In their Address to the people of the 
State, (June, 1$.31.) 

Mr Hallett. What part Of tlfe 'Address? Witness 
did not answer. The question was handed to com- 
mittee in writing. Please inquire in what part of 
that Address ? Mr Hazard refused to put the ques- 
tion. 

Jlfr Hazard. Are the funds of any Lodges or 
Chapters, or any of them diverted to the use of 
Grand Lodges, Grand Chapters, or Grand Encamp- 
ments 

Witness. They are not. 

Mr Hazard. 1 thought so. Here is a charge I 
in this Memorial (referring to the Antim&sonic Me- ! 
mortal,) about diverting the fund>, 

Mr Hallett suggested that if the object was to dis- 
prove the assertion in the Memorial, the word funds, 
would not cover it. It should be fees or receipts. 

Mr Hazard. It is all the same thing. 

Mr Hallett. The witness don't think so. Ask 
him if the subordinate Lodges and Chapters don't 
pay fees, in the form of tribute to the Grand Lodge 
and Chapter. Mr Hazard did so, using the terms 
funds, fees, or receipts ? 

Witness. Two dollars for every initiation in a 
subordinate Lodge is paid to the Grand Lodge. 

# Mr Hazard. That is a part of the fee which the 
individual pays to the Grand Lodge. 

Mr. Hallett observed that it was not so. The 
Lodge pa d it to the Grand Lodge, in the form of a 
tax or tribute. 

Mr Hazard. I don't understand it so. The 
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subordinate Lodge takas th# foe, and hands 
over two dollars of it, which belongs to the Grand 
Lodge. 

Mr Hallett. It is hot so. Ask the witness. The 
Lodge ip taxed by the Grand Lodge two dollars for 
the right to initiate each member, and the Lodge 
pays two dollars a bead to the Grand Lodge, wheth- 
er it receives a cent itself or not. 

Mr. Hazard, Well, how is that? What does the 
Lodge receive for making Masons, and what part is 
paid to the Grand Lodge ? 

Mr. Hallett insisted that it was not a part of what 
was received, bat a distinct tax upon the subordi- 
nate Lodge. A seceding Mason, who was by. re-* 
marked that he bad known notes given for initiatory 
fees, which were never paid, but the Lodge had to 
pay two dollars for the candidate. - 

Mr Hazard. How is it, Mr Cranston ? 

Witness The candidate pays twenty four dollars 
for initiation in the 3 degrees to tho subordinate 
Lodge, and that Lodge pays twojdollars to the Grand 
Lodge, for every initiation ; that 4s for every can- 
didate initiated. I am not acquainted with the reg- 
ulations of the Chapter. Do not know what the 
Chapters pay to the Grand Chapter. 

[And yet the witness is High Priest of a Chapter, 
and superintended all its concerns !] 

The 11th Interrogatory passed over by Mr Haz- 
ard, he was requested to put. 

Mr. Hazard . What do you consider the secrets 
of Masonry to be ? What do you consider to be 
the nature and extent of the secrets of Masonry?— 
We do not wish you to explain them, but to Bay 
whether they have any bearing upon the rest of the 
community. 

Witness. I have always considered the. main ob- 
ject charitable. The secrets are such as will. secure 
the benefits and objects of the institution to those to 
whom they belong, its members. 

Mr Hazard. Can these secrets affect the rights 
or interests of any person, who is not a member of 
that Association ? 

Witness, I should think not 

Mr Hazard was here requested to. present to wit- 
ness Cross's Masonic Chart approved by Masons, 
page 33, an emblem of tho ceremony in the Royal 
Arch degree representing God appearing to Moses 
in the burning bush. 

Mr Hazard . I consider that trenching on those 
parts of their secrets they ought not to disclose. 

Mr Hallett. We think the truth ought to be v dis- 
closed. This is a#re presentation of one or their 
exhibitions, which is considered highly blasphe- 
mous, and which, if performed publicly, would sub- 
ject any person guilty of taking a part in if, to in- 
dictment for blasphemy. 

Witness. I dont know any thing ,about it. I 
never saw such a picture. 

This seemed to relieve Mr Hazard, and he put 
the question. Is this picture in Cross's Chart, a 
representation of one of the secret ceremonies you 
do not feel at liberty to disclose ? 

Witness. Y dont know whether it is meant to 
represent any thing in Masonry or not ! 

W. Paine, Jr. here unrolled before witness the 
Symbolical Chart and Masonic Mirror, by Com- 
panion S. Converse, representing the same picture 
of the burning bush. 

Witness. I do not know what this picture rep- 
resents. I never saw any such representation .in 
Masonry ! 

[KTJfote. This answer is remarkable. The sym- 
bol which this High Priest of a Chapter says he 
knows nothing about, is contained in Cross's Chart, 
which is certified to be correct Masonry, by twenty 
of flie highest Masonic officers in the U. S. and by 
the General Grand Chapter, who say that it is “ a 
valuable assistant in elucidating the various masonic 
emblems'* The Chapter of Connecticut also say 
•I this book that it contains “ an ehgant and com- 
prvhensive view qf all the sym&qfr used i* bqtur' 


ingupon the several degrees." One of these em 
blems and symbols, used in lecturing, is the burn- 
ing bush. “ Every character, figure and emblem 
in a Lodge, (says Webb', p. 40) has a mqral tenden- 
cy.” And yet High Priest Cranston does not know 
what a picture in Cross's Chart, of God appearing 
to Moses in the burning bush, represents /] 

In reply to a question from tho Committee, for 
witness to confirm the statement made by Mr Wil- 
kinson in his examination, witness says — 

I have heard the deposition of William Wilkin- 
son read over deliberately, and the statements and 
facts therein contained are correct, so far as they 
relate to the degrees 1 have taken, and so far ss my 
| knowledge extends, where they are. not varied by 
explanations I- have giyen. 

A pamphlet printed in Cypher, supposed to be a 
book containing Masonic Lectures and -oaths in the 
three first degrees, was presented to witness, by re- 
quest and he was asked it he knew any thing about 
it. 


Witness. I do not. 1 have heard something 
about there being such a book. I never, looked at 
it, and do not know what it contains. It was never 
consulted by Masons, or used in any Lodge to my 
knowledge. 1 saw such a book once, eight or ten 
years ago, I believe, in possession of John Hol- 
royd, a Mason, who had then recently returned 
from the West. I do not know what it contained. 
.The testimony of Mr Cranston here closed. No 
addition was made to . his statements, at any sub- 
sequent time, under oath. 

Wednesday afternoon , December 14th, 1831. Mr 
Hazard absent. 

Philip Allen, Esq. 13 th witness , was sworn. 
He had not been in a Lodge for 20 years. Had 
been a Royal Arch Mason. Never knew Masonry 
used for political purposes, not being much engag- 
ed in politics hioi8elj, and of course did not know 
much about it, one way or the other. He p esum- 
ed, at the time, it was meant' fpr a charitable insti- 
tution. So far as his recollection serves he did not 
consider there was any thing in the. secrets that af* 
fected the rights of others. . 

Mr. Haile. When you took the oaths, did you 
consider that they interfered with your civil, reli- 
gious or social duties? Answer. 1 have no recol- 
lection *hat the oaths were. I did not consider 
they made me any better or worse. 1 considered 
after 1 became a member,! had a right to act in 
the same way as before 1 was a member. 

[Samuel Greene,' 14th witness.] 

Adhering Mason. Sworn to answer all such 
questions as may be asked. 

Mr Haile read to him the part of the deposition of 
Abraham Wilkinson, in which it is stated that be 
had heard Mr Greene say that if Morgan bad been 
killed for disclosing the secrets of Masonry, ha did 
not see why any body need complain, for he had 
suffered no more than his just deserts, or what he 
had agreed to. The same remark is sworn to by 
William Harris, who beard Mr Greene make it.— - 
Mr Haile inquired of witness if be ever said this ? 

Mr Greene. 1 will state to the honorable com- 
mittee that in general terms, 1 have never been an 
advocate of murder. 1 have always been a peicea- 
hie citizeo, and 1 refer to those who have known 
roe for forty years, for my character. I have re- 
solved never to converse with A. Wilkinson or W. 
Harris. 1 said something like this to another per- 
son ; that Morgan was a good for nothing fellow , 
and according to his own showing ir hi had been 
killed HE desbuved it, and if the Masons only 
killed one another , the Antimasons had no right to 
complain ! 1 am in the habit of talking with warmth, 
but as to justifying murder I never have. I ap- 
peal to my life for 40years in Pawtucket* and defy 
any one, to say if I have not been a good citizen 
and obedient to the lavtrs. I am a Maeon and have 
taken several degrees in Masonry, ineluding the de- 
grees of Knighthood. I cant tall how many. , 
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[JVW*. The witness expressed himself with 
great warmth anti feeling. The fact that his char* 
actor as a citizen stood so high, (he being one of 
the most intelligent Manufacturers in the state of 11. 
Island, and until the distresses of 1828, one of the 
most extensively engaged employers in that busi- 
ness) rendered hip justification of the killing of 
Morgan still more convincing as a proof of the real 
meaning of Masonic penalties. No circumstances 
cfttild have irritated Mr Greene into a justification 
of a cruet murder upon any person not a seceding 
Mason, and vet he admits that he fuliy justified 
the kitting or William Morgan, at the same time 
assuming the right of Masonry to execute her own 
criminal^, -without regard to the civil laws. We 
repeat, that this witness is a very respectable man, 
and we should do him injustice to believe that any 
thing but the pernicious influence of his Masonie 
oaths, made him so forget all moral principle as to 
justify a cruel and unprovoked murder of the father 
of a family, who had committed no offence against 
the laws or the morals of society.] , 

Mr. Haile, of the Committee, put this question 
to witness : Did you say these words, 1 If Mor- 
gan had been killed he had no reason to complain, 
for he had suffered no more than his just deserts ?’ 

Answer. No sir. I never said these words. 

Mr . Haile . At no time ? 

Answer. . Only in'explaining to him what be had 
represented' I did say. 

Mr. Haile . Did you ever use expressions like 
these ? 

Answer. There was some conversation about 
Morgan, and a good deal of warmth between my- 
self and the other persons. The expression I made 
use of, as near as I can recollect, was that Morgan 
was a great scoundrel according to his own show- 
ing, and perhaps got no more than justice, and I 
further said tod, I thought the Antimasons ought 
not to complain as long as the Masons only killed 
Masons, and perhaps that would be the better way 
to get rid of such scamps as we Masons were. That 
was the substance of what I said as rightly as I can 
recollect. I have no recollection that Mr. Harris 
was ever present. 

Mr. Haue. Was that your deliberate opinion, or 
uttered in a state of irritation ? 

[Note. What a question ! If a man was so un- 
principled as to justify murder, would he be so 
weak as io confess it before ah Investigating Com- 
mittee ? The answer 'of the witness was, however, 
an evasion, thus.] 

Answer. I generally when I talk on this subject 
become irritated. I think I was so then. It was nev' 
er my intention to advocate murder anywhere, or to 
approbate the killing of Morgan; I detested it as 
much as any man. I am pretty confident that I 
never .said the above to Mr Wilkinson except in en- 
deavoring to explain after I had heard it reported 
that 1 (witness) had justified the murder of Mor- 
gan. 1 then had a conversation with Mr. Wilkinson 
in the' Pacific Bank. He (Wilkinson) had called 
Masonry an abominable, blood stained, stinking-Or. 
der. It would do no harm where I and A. Wilkin- 
son are known. He charged me with having said 
these things, and I told him it was a misrepresenta- 
tion,, and endeavored to explain how T said it. 

I rather think the person I had the talk with, was 
a chap of the name of Claflin, who had been in the 
employment of Mr. Wilkinson. He would tell 
what 1 said to Wilkinson, and what W. said to me,- 
and 1 was fool enough to talk to him. I have no 
knowledge of ever making use of any of these ex- 
pressions to William Harris or in his presence. I 
have told William Harris uniformly that I was un- 
der no obligation that would influence me to do any 
thing improper as a good citizen or neighbor, and 
that I considered myself bound by my Masonic obli- 
gations to supporLtbe laws of the government under 
which I lived, and to be a good, quiet and peacea- 
ble citizen* He replied at the time that was prob- 


ably the case with me ; that he dief not daub t it was 
the case with me, but believed it Was different with 
some other Masons. That be said ff be would take 
my Word in anything till it coihe to Masonry. ’and 
then he would not believe me, because he consider- 
ed I was sworn to lie. 

In answer to a question, By request, witness says: 
I have no recollection of haying made expressions 
justifying the murder^ of Morgan to any arte hid 
Claflin. 

[Mr. Hazard came in and took his seat a short , 
time before this.J 

Witness was ?sked, By request, Bow many degrees 
he had taken > 

Ans. I don’t know as 1 can tell. 

The Cotrrmiftee Were asked three several times, 
to read'the Royal Arch oath to witness from Allyn, 
and ask him to point out what part of it he had 
never taken. 

Mr. Hazard refused to put the oath from Allyn, 
until he had first read to witness the oath' written 
out for the Committee, which he (Hazard) insisted 
was the Rhode Island oath. 

Mr. Hallett said he had supposed that was a ques- 
tion to be settled by evidence, not to be taken for 
granted beforehand ff the oath was correct, the 
witness could tell it without having it read to him, 
as if to present his making a mistake. The oaths 
from Allyn had been read to Messrs. Thacher and 
Chase, without giving them the benefit of the writ- 
ten oaths, and he did not see what the objection 
could be to trying the witness first on the printed 
'oaths. 

Mr. Hazard made some insulting and sneering 
remark relative to Messrs. Thacher and Chase. He 
insisted that the oaths were precisely ds they were 
written out by the Grand Lodge. It was an in- 
sult to doubt that , the oaths were correctly written 
out. 

• Mr. Hallett. Very well. We only wished to 
see if the Committee were disposed to treat all wit- 
nesses alike. If it is thought best to tell' them 
what to swear to, we have no objection. 

Mr. Hazard became uneasy. The feeling of the 
spectators was evidently' against his partial and un- 
fair proceeding. To obviate it, he took up Aliya 
and read the Royal Arch oath to witness, at the end 
of every sentence saying, * that is in the R- Island 
oath,* * that is not in the R. Island oath,’ as the case 
happened to be. Thus instructed, the witness gen- 
erally confirmed the written oath, and did not recol- 
lect any portions of Altyn’s oath which Mr. Hazard 
informed him were not in the R. Island oath. 

Witness. That which was first read, sounds most 
to me like the oath I took. The variations read 
from Allyn I do not remember to have heard. 

Question from B. F. Hallett. Is there any thing 
in the Royal Arch oath, which bound you to keep 
the secrets of a companion Royal Arch Mason ? 

Answer . I could not say whether there was or 
was not. I have not been in the habit of visit- 
ing the Chapters for several years, except occa- 
sionally. - 

In answer to question by request— 

The Thrive Illustrious Knights of the Cross I 
have not taken. [The Committee took no pains to 
ascertain how far thp witness had gone or what the 
oaths were above the Royal Arch'. Mr Hazard di*-' 
con raged all questions of that kind.] 

Question from W. Paine, Jr. Were you in the 
Lodge m Pawtucket in 1826 or 1827, whan what is 
called a test oath or new pass word or check was 
given ? and if so, what was its object ? 

Answer. I was present at a Lodge in Pawtuck- 
et. It was considered an addition, something in- 
stituted to prevent imposition. I cannot recollect 
what year. 

Mr Hazard. Tou are not bound to tell what U 
was I 

Witness. I so understand it ! 

Question by request . Why was it introduced ? 
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Answer. 1 understood it was given to prevent 
impositions. Thinks he has heard it cailed a check. 

Question by request . Was it riot, a ne;v thing, 
and what reason was given for introdurfng it into 
the Lodge f What authority did it come from ? 

Answer. It was necessary to prevent imposition. 
It was given by some one from this State. I con- 
sider that a fgir answer, and submit it to the Com- 
mittee. [Mr Hazard, the Committee, was satisfied 
of course, but one more effort was made to get an an- 
swer* The. following question was proposed 
through Mr Sprague.] 

Question. Was the check introduced in conse- 
quence of the disclosures made by Morgan ? 

Witness askod to be excused from jyiswering that 
question. 

Mr Hazard ss Id I have no doubt that Allyn 
is correct,; but as the Masons have pledged thefn- 
selves to one another, not to reveal their secrets , J 
think they ought to keep them. 

The witness was excused. Mr Hazard here in- 
quired if any one wished to ask further questions. 
The reply was, it was-no use to ask questions under 
such circumstances- The witness then .withdi ew. 
Testimony of Wm. Russell. — [13th witness] 
William Pus sell of Providence, merchant, sworn 
to answer questions. Is a' Royal Arch Mason. Was 
initiated in 1803, in Providence, Mount. Vernon 
Lodge. Is still a Mason. 

Question by request , from Walter Paine , Jr . — 
Weso you ever captured, and if so, please state min- 
utely the circumstances relative to an occurrence 
that happened to you in the lute war, when at sea? 

Ans. I never was captured. I was in the ship 
Mary Ann, a9 Commander, in 1810 or 11, during the 
Berlin and Milan decrees, from Va. for Cowes and 
a market) not a soul on board that knew where I, 
was bound but myself. My papers were fictitious. 
If they had known where I was bound I “ should 
nave beeri a prize. By my papers I was bound for 
Tonningen. If my genuine papers had been known 
I should have been a prize to a French man-of-war. 

I was ordered on board a French privateer, got my 
boat out, and went on board. As soon as I got on 
board, 1 was taken into the cabin. They examined 
ill of the boats crew apart, to find where we were 
bound. There were 20 in the cabin. I handed my 
papers and letters for Toriningen. Every thing was 
crfect. I was detained .there and the boat sent 
ack to my vessel, and directly there was a cry of 
good prize ! I was then informed that my boat was 
stove, which was the only one I had. The Captain 
said he would put me on hoard. When I got on 
board I found they had stripped my baggage, &c. I 
told the officer that the Captain said be would take 
nothing from me ; hd said it wa 3 the people. Bo- 
fore I left4.be privateer, and after the examination, 
we drank a glass of wine together, and he knew me 
to be a Freemason, and / knew him to be one . This 
Was before they robbed hie of ftiy clothes, and valua- 
ble articles. He promised to take nothing from me, 
but upon going on board 1 found. I was robbed. I 
did not apply to him to got the articles back. It was 
no time for him to show me a favor, if he had been 
so disposed. After the boat got on board, th9 Cap- 
tain advised me to- make sail. It was very pleas- 
ant to find a man at sea I felt acquainted with, but 
1 received no favor from kirn inconsequence of his 
being a mason. 

Question by request. Have yoq ever alluded to 
this circumstance as a proof that Masonry is a good 
institution?. 

Ans. I dont know that I have to that circum- 
stance in particular. I have said I thought it a good 
institution became I could meet with friends abroad. 

I have been in Masonic Lodges in the four quarters 
of tbs globe, and have found it so. 1 have found, 
in consequence of it, friends in different parts of the 
world. I have frequentod*Lodges in different parts 
hi the world, a/id in this couritry. I have not visited 
Lodges much for the last ten years, since I discon- 


tinued going to sea. 1 have been in some Lodged 
where I could not understand a word that was said; 
being ignorant of the language? spoken. 1 was nev- 
er a blight Mason. My object was to ha able to visit 
Lodges abroad. I have been. in Lodges in Europe, 
Asia, Africa, and America. The Lodge in Africi 
was in the Isle of Franco 

Question by request. Please state w hether, the 
Masonic ceremonies, signs, &. c. and obligations, and 
mode of working, are. the same in all the Lodges you 
ha ve ever visited ? 

Ans. They are. all similar, as it respects the 
signs, ceremonies and mode of working. I was ne- 
ver at the initiation of a candidate in a foreign 
Lodge. 

Mr. Hazard. Have you ever considered yo„ur 
Masonic obligations incompatible with your moral, 
civil and religious duties ? 

Ans. Never. 

. [Able. — This was a favorite question 4 with Mr. 
Hazard. Its import, and the answer, go about as 
far to acquit Masonry as the question put jo a ci-iiu*> 
inul arraigned oa his trial — Are you guilty, or not 
guilty ? The answer, ever^ if be be guilty, is ex- 
pected to be — riot guilty. So if a Mason had be- 
lieved his oaths to be incompatible with his civil du- 
ty, and had so used them, he could not be expected 
to confess it. It is against all rules of evidence to 
compel a witness to criiuinato himself. This ques- 
tion, therefore, was clearly improper. The design 
of it was to impose upou the public the opinions Of 
individual Masons, for facts , which Mr. Hazard in. 
tended to use in the report, to exonerate the Mason r 
ic Fraternity, as a body. The position Mr. Hazard 
took wa3, in effect, this — You must either prove ev- 
ery Mason to be a rogue, by his own confession, 
or the Committee will decide that Masonry is a 
good institution !] 

In answer to interrogatory, witness never consid- 
ered that he gave or received jurisdiction over life, 
according to the penalties. He considered them 
merely designed to make the obligations binding / 
He never, heard auy INI a son construe them as giv- 
ing a right to take life. 

Question. Did you ever promise to keep the se- 
crets of a companion, without exception, or mur- 
der and treason not excepted ? 

Ans. I never did. > . 

Mr. Hazard was then asked to put to the witness 
the list of variations found in Allyn. . 

Witness said he had never read the oath of any 
degree in a book, or in print. Dont think he evejr 
read one. He had avoided reading anything about 
the controversy. 

Mr. Haile here began to read the list of varia- 
tions. Mr. Hazard stopped him , and directed kiui 
first to read the Rhode Island oaths to the witness. 

Witness said if he heard the oaths read with his 
* eyes shut, he could recollect if anything read was, 
different from what he had received. 

The written oaths were then read. Witness said 
they were correct. 

Mr. Hazard. In this book Allyn has these addi- 
tions, and you can judge if they were in the oaths 
you took. # 

Mr. Haile theri read the variations. in the Master 
Masons oath, to each of which witness answered in 
the negative. 

Mr. Haile. Do voti recollect in the Master's 
oath the words, "will apprize him of all approach- 
ing danger fr" 

Ans. I HAVfc No recollection oV that. 
DD*Special Note. This answer is remarka- 
able. The witness was caught. in the contradiction 
contrived purposely by putting into the variations 
a part of the Master's oath, as written out by the 
Grand Lodge, with a slight variation iri phraseol- 
ogy. The object was to show that Masonic wit- 
nesses would swear to Jhe written oaths when to 
they were the R. Island oaths, and yet would deny 
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parts of those very oaths, it presented as variations 
feiuid In Aflyn's book ? Such is the force of prej- 
udice.- Thus this respectable witness swore that 
the Master Meson’s oath as written, was correct. 
One danse of that oath is, “That I will not wrong 
a brother, or deprive him of his good name ; nor 
suffer it to be /done by others, if in my power to 

S revent it; but will apprize him qf all approach- 
tg danger, so far us it shall come to my knowl- 
edge,” The witness swore this was correct. The 
variation put to him from Ailyn is, “That I will 
not speak evil of a brother Master Mason, neither 
behind his back, nor before his face, but will ap 
prise him of aU approaching danger!” This the 
witness denies wholly. Mr. Haile put these last 
words “apprize of approaching danger,” directly to 
the witness, and be swears, “I have no recollection 
of that !” Even Mr. Haile’s accommodating report 
of the testimony has pinned the witness to this con- 
tradiction. See page 121 of that Report. He there 
makes the witness say, “as to Nos. 2, 3, 4 and 5, 
on paper marked E witness says, I do not recol- 
lect these expressions.” No. 2. is this very expres- 
sion,' apprize of all approaching danger. ’ Several 
other Masonic witnesses were caught in the same 
contradiction.] 

[It is necessary here to state the tact, that a short 
time previous to this, Win, Sprague Jr. one of the 
Committee, has left his seat at the table with the 
Committee, and gone oat, it being the hour tor sup- | 
per. He did dot take his seat at the table during 
the iubsequent examination of this witness, at the 
close of which the Committee adjourned.] 

The variations in the Royal Arch Oath were then 
read to thd 'witness, to all of which he answered 
that be bad no recollection of them. 

After much urging and hesitation, Mr. Hazard 
permitted the 11th variation to be put, viz : In the 
Written oath, you swear hot to give the Grand 
Royal Arch word, in any other manner, than as yon 
received it. Is the manner there referred to the 
name as ie described in the Royal Arch Oath, giv- 
en in Ailyn, viz : in the presence of three compan- 
ions, and then by three times three, under, a living 
arch, and tft lftw breath ? 

Ans. I have no recollection* of that being in the 
obligation. 

Question from B. F. Hallett. Is the manner there 
referred to, the same as that described in Allyn’s 
obligation ’ . 

Ans. I should not be willing to answer that, 

Mr, Hazard said the question ought not to be 
answered. 

Mr. HalUtt. Yemarked that the object of putting 
this question, was to identify the two oaths, by 
showing that the Rhode Island Oath, in this partic- 
ular, meant precisely the same thing described in 
Alfyn’s region of the oath. 

. Mr.' Hazard, [excited] If there are any witnes- 
ses wW choose to come here and disgrace themselves 
by betraying thqjr honor , let them come , and we will 
swear them! I consider a man has a right to be 
protected in refusing to tell what he has pledged 
his .honor to keep secret. 

Mr. Hazard was then asked if he chose to put the 
. following question : — Is there any thing in the obli- 
gation you took as a Royal Arch Mason, relating to 
keeping the secrets of a Companion Royal Arch 
Mason ? It was put to the witness. 

Ans. 'I do not reepllect if there was. 

Mr. Hazard insisted that the Royal Arch oath 
was proved, as it was written out by the masons. 
. He should take no 4>tber. He would ask the wit- 
ness one question, which would set this matter 
right. Is there any thing in the secrets of Masonry 
which interferes with the rights of others not Ma- 
sons? 

Ans. There is nothing which I so consider . 

Mr. Hazard. That is sufficient. The Committee 
feel ne interest in ascertaining what Masonic seersts 
are. 


Mr. J. S. Harris. We supposed that was lhff 
very thing the Coiqmitte was appointed to do. The 
public are much interested iq knowing what thes4 
secrets are, 'that they may judge of them for them- 
selves. 

Mr Hazard,) very muchexeited.) The Committed 
have no idle curiosity to prv into the secrets of these 
gentlemen. They have sworn that their secrets re- 
late to themselves, and do not interfere with the 
rights of others, and we ought to be satisfied. The 
object seems to be to make them contradict them- 
8 elves, and .draw out aomething that they consider 
they are bound in honor, on oath, not to disclose* 
and if that is the case, I consider it A NASTY. 
CURIOSITY, to inquire into their secrets. 

Mr. Hallett. That remark will doubtless have a 
tendency to promote the. object for which this Com- 
mittee was appointed — to a Hay the excitement. To 
avoid farther insult from Mr. Hazard, Mr. Hallett 
then rose, and left his Beat at the table. 

Mr. Hazard, If it had been alleged that there 
was any thing criminal in these secrets, there might 
be .a pretence for prying into them. But this is 
not pretended. 

. Mr. Hallett, who was standing near the table, 
said ibis was the very question. The secrets were 
the medium through which the oaths were carried 
[into effect, and we consider them of a highly dan- 
gerous tendency. 1 

Mr. Hazard. The Committee have resolved from 
the beginning, that if the masons gave in their 
oaths, thev should not be ^questioned as to their se- 
crets. We have indulged the other side in putting 
questions on that point, too far already. 

Jlfr. Hallett. Were the Committee unanimous 
in that decision ? * 

Mr. Hazard. Yes. 

Some one among the spectators said, Idoubt that. 
Mr. Hazard. The Committee so understood it. 
Mr. Cornell was not present \vhen the Committee 
agreed to it, and Mr. Sprague made some objec- 
tions. 

Mr. Harris said the M&Aons.had shown that they 
considered their Masonic oath superior to their civil 
oath, by refusing to answer- It agreed with the 
trial in Newport (in the case of a Masonic juror)* 
where Masonic witnesses refused to answer ques- 
tions under civil oath, which the Court decided they 
were bound to answer. 

Jlfr. Hazard said he was glad that case had been 
alluded to. . He was engaged in that trial and knew 
all about it. Mr. Cranston [a Masonic witness who 
volunteered to disprove the oaths in Bernard,] was 
examined by him, and answered all his questions. — ■ 
Mr. Pearce (the opposite counsel) wanted bim to 
read .and explain the oaths from Bernard, which he 
declined doing , but he, auswered every question 
which the Court said it was proper for him to an- 
swer. Mr. Boss/ (another Masonic witness, Master 
of the Lodge) when he came on the stand and was 
sworn, refased to answer at all ! 

Mr. Harris. That is just what I said. 

[The Committee were standing, and considerable 
feeling was manifested.] 

Mi . Haile , of the Committee, said he agreed with 
Mr. Hazard. He saw no propriety in asking Ma- 
sons to disclose their secrets. They had stated, their 
secrets related entirely to themselves, and did not 
affect others, and were harmless ! Some of the spec- 
tators replied, so they Would say to their oaths. 

Jlfr. Moses Richardson , a high Mason, said he 
wished to be heard one word. He was glad to see 
the Committee do their doty. He wished to inform 
the Committee that Walter Paine, Jr. told him that 
when- he got us before the Committee be would 
jorew it out of us 1 

The Committee here brok* up in to much 
confusion and disorder, that tbe form of adjourn- 
ment was forgotten by the Chairman. 

It was past 9 o'clock iq the evening, when the 
Committee retired. 
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It is proper here to state that Mr. Sprague of the 
Committee, who was. not present daring the scene, 
expressly denied, fas he had previously done while 
Mr. Wilkinson was under examination,) having as- 
sented to any agreement toscrepn the Masons lrom, 
answering questions relating to their secrets. In 
his report to the General Assembly, Mr. Sprague 
says, page 8 : ‘ I never entered inte any understand- 
ing that Masonic witnesses were to be protected 
from answering any questions, touching their se- 
crets or institution, which might be put td them.— 
The Chairman hap so stated the fact in presence of 
Mr. Cornell.’ 

This Mr. Cornell subsequently confirmed, in a 
note whch has been published. Immediately on 
Mr* Sprague's learning that Mr. Hazard bad declared 
the Committee were unanimous in agreeing to 
screen Masonic witnesses, he (Mr. S.) called upon 
him. to make the correction.* Mr. Hazard wrote a 
correction to give to Mr. Sprague, which was seen 
by Mr. Sprague and Mr. Cornell After promising 
it tp Mr. Sprague, and retaining it to make some 
alteration : he altered his mind and withheld it, and 
then attempted, by the assistance ol Messrs. Sim- 
mons and Haile, to convict Mr.. Sprague of false- 
hood. This attempt was completely frustrated, and 
recoiled upon the heads of its authors and abettors. 
Mr. Hazard and his associates have been repeatedly 
challenged by Mr. Sprague to deny m single asser- 
tion made in his minority report, but tl/ey have 
shrunk frorti this test, and resorted to personal abuse 
The Rhode Island public understand thva, and are 
fully satisfied that the assertions made ifr Mr. S’s 
report, are strictly true. It has had as decided an 
effect upon the majority of the Investigating Com- 
mittee, in exposing their partial and- indecent pro- 
ceedings, as the minority report on the U. S. Bank 
investigation, by Mr. Adams, has had upon the ma- 
jority of that Committee. 

Thursday Dec. 15.— [In Consequence of the 
abusive treatment of witnesses by Mr. Hazard, and 
his lef'usal to put questions fairly, Mr. Sprague, one 
of the Committee, who had remonstrated in vain 
against this course, de'clined taking his seat with 
Ibe Committee, though he was present in the room. 
Mr. Hazard was absent, nearly all the afternoon. — 
Upon his assurance that the proceedings should be 
conducted in a different tnannor from what they had 
been, Mr. Sprague finally resumed hfs seat. It 
should here be remarked, that all the Masohic wit- 
nesses, with, the exception' of William Wilkinson, 
and two others were sworn only to answer such 
questions as should be pat to them. All other wit- 
nesses were sworn to tell the (ruth, the whole truth 
and nothing but the truth. This distinction may 
form an important precedent hereafter, for Courts 
of law ! * 

This morning Ma Hazard announced that no 
question would be received, unless signed by the, 
person who wished it to be put, a provision which I 
he supposed would restrict the investigation.] 

John Gardner — 15th Witness. 

John Gardner , of North Providence, Manufactur- 
er, sworn in full. . 

Was asked by request , if he had ever heard any 
Mason justify the murder of Morgan ? 

An*. I can't say I have other than this : About, 
four years ago, I obtained Morgan's book and some, 
other disclosures of Masonry, and about that time 
had a conversation with Samuel Greene, [Grand 
Marshal of the Grand Lodge,] then of N. Provi- 
dence, now residing in Smithfield. I asked him 
respecting the truth of the disclosures by Morgan 
and others, and he gave me /ether an evasive an- 
swer, and very soon began ia. this way. 1 He said 
any person that would take them oaths, and then 
disclose thorny ought tosuffer death.* The con- 
versation there stopped. I said no more to him 
nor he to me. on the subject. This conversa- 
tion took place in the store of Mr. Greene ; his fath- 


er, be, and myself were then in business together. 

Mr. Haifc. Did his feelings appear to be -ex- 
cited ? 

An*. No sir. He said it deliberately. He went ' 
out of the store, and a few days after met me in the 
same store, aifti he then asked me if 1 had reported 
that he had said it was good enough for. Morgan if . 
be was murdered ? I told him I never had. I then 
asked him if there was such a report in circulation. ' - 
He said there was.* ! told him then that he need 
not lay itto me, for I never had said anything about 
(he conversation that took place a few days before to 
any person. He then went out of the store, and 
said no more about it. * 

Mr. Haile . Do you belong to that political party - ‘ 
called political Anti masons? 

Ans. Yes sir. There is no mistake about that. 

Question by request. • Were you a political An- 
timason at the time of this conversation ? 

Ans. 1 wqs not. i had rather a favorable opin- ' 
ion of Masonry hi that time, and had had for a num- 
ber of years. Since that time 1 have examined the 
subject, and read both sides, which made me an An- , ' 
timason. I have never been a Mason. 

^ Asked by request of Masons, if be ever heard A. 
Wilkinson or any other person say anything about . 
a murder said to have been committed by Masons In ' 
R. Island? . ' 

Ans. Has never heard Mr. Wilkinson say any 
thing about it, and has only heard some rumors ; 
nothing particular about it, but I havd heard the 
subject conversed of frequently. I read the ac- 
counts in the papers. 

John A. Kent*! 6# Witness* 

John A. Kent , of Pawtucket, sworn in foil ; was 
asked, Have you ever heard a Mason of respectable 
standing as a man, justify or palliate the murder 
of William Morgan? 

Answer. Sometime last summer, in the Machine 
shop in Pawtucket, Mr. Henry Lord stated to me, . 
that “if Morgan had revealed the secrets and ©b- x 
ligations, he had just what he agreed tb have done . 

If any inan would take such obligations as he bad, 
and reveal them, he ought to suffer death*** Mr. 
Lord told roe he was a Mason, and said he had tak- 
en twenty degrees, and if he had money he wouldf _ 
go clear up. He is a mechanic and painter* This 
conversation was in presence of three others, Wil- 
liam Bagley, Mr. Child, and Jonathan West. Mr. 
West did not stay to hear the whole conversation. 

I began to talk with Mr. Lord about Masonry. 
Was speaking of the murder of Morgan. I asked - 
him if it was so good a society, hpw it came to take 
the life of Morgan? 

Grand Master Cook suggested the following ques- 
tion, which Mr. Hazard immediately put : How 
long have you been attending here, during the sit- 
ting of the Committee? 

Ans. I have been here, and about the room, 
more or less every day, since the Committee have 
been sitting. . 

Mr. Hazard , as if to apologize for this question 
said, it is the duty of the Committee to understand 
all the circumstances under which this sort of tes- 
timony is given. 

Jlfr. Hazard. Were you instigated to come here 
by any one? 

Ans. No one asked me to come. I come And go 
of my own accord. 

Mr. Hazard. Yes; you, have been here a fort- 
night of your own accord, to impeach a man^ This 
is poor business, impeaching a person, to implicate 
him in justify ing[murder. 

In answer to a question from Mr. Hazard, witness 
says he has beenengaged in Manufacturing. Waf 
in the employment of David Wilkinson, until he 
failed. 

Mr. Hazard. Well— I suppose ’tis no reason . 
why a man should not tell the truth, because he has 
been in the eroplov of Abraham Wilkinson. 

Mr. Abraham Wilkinson . I thank your honor, 
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he nover was in my, employ; .and as lie noveivwas 
in yours , I find no difficulty in believing him. 

It was here explained, that the witness had said 
■ he had been in the employ of David Wilkinson, a 
Mason. 

.John Hall, 17th, Witness. 

Resides in North-Kingstown, R, I. Is an At- 
torney and Counsellor at law. 

Question by request. Have you ever heard any 
Mason, of respectable standing as an individual, 
justify on palliate the murder of William Morgan. | 
Ans. 0 Some time in the summer of 1827, 1 think, 
in a conversation with the Rev. Lejmiel Burge, of 1 
•orth Kingston, R. L (whom 1 understand to be a 
R. A. Mason,) respecting the death of William Mor- 
gan, 1 told him.l believed that Morgan was dead, 
and that I had no doubt but that he was murdered 
by Masons, for betraying the secrets of Masonry, or 
words to that import.. He asked me if 1 believed 
Morgan's book to bo true? 1 replied that I did, and 
that I had not the least doubt of it. He then said 
that if Morgan had taken the oaths he there ac- 
knowledged he .did, (in the book he had written,) 
he had forfeited his life, according to the letter of 
the oaths he had taken, and that according to. his 
own confessions, he Had become a traitor and vio- 
lated his obligations as a Mason. In another con- 
versation with Capt. Joseph Northop, of Newport, 
at Wick ford, respectingMasonry, I told him that I 
was opposed to the institution, 1 believed it to. fie 
wicked and corrupt. He said be* knew it to be a 

f ood institution for he had received benefit from it. 

le said at this conversation that he was a Mason. 
He told me that when he was at sea, one time, he 
was taken and carried off on board an armed vessel, 
I do not jecollecl what vessel. He made himself 
known as a Mason to the captain, and that conse- 
quently, the captain took him into the cabiu, and. 
treated him with a great deal of care, and did not* 
take* from him any of his property.' I do not recol- 
lect any other conversation of this kind. 

[A question was here asked through a Mason, 
whether witness had not said that he joined the 
Antimasonic party in order to get into office, to 
which he answered in the.riegative.] 

[The Rev. Mr^Burge referred to in the foregoing 
deposition, is a respectable clergyman- of the Epis- 
copal Church. Immediately after the examination 
of Mr. Hall, an express was sent to Mr. Burge, 
(either by Masons, or as is believed, through the 
Committee,) who resided about twenty miles from 
Providence, Mr. B. did not conic before the Com- 
mittee at Providence, nor subsequently when the 
Committee met at Newport, which is within an hour 
sail of Mr B’s residence. It was known, however, 
that Mr B. had sent to Mr Hazard a deposition ta- 
ken privately, which deposition Mr Hazard said in 
'Conversation, made the matter worse. This affi- 
davit, token in this private manner, before a Justice 
of peace, when the party might so readily have 
been summoned to attend on the Committee in per- 
son, is not entitled to be considered a part of the 
examination. It nevertheless appears in Mr. 
Jlailc’s minutes. The only part oi the private 
affidavit of Mr. Burge, tliAt boars upon the sate- 
inent made by Mr. Hall, is this: 

“On one occasion, happening to meet John Hall, 
£sq., and hearing the said Hall make sundry decla- 
rations concerning Morgan’s book and jdeatn, I said 
to him, Do you really believe that Morgan is dead? 
JIis answer was, I have no doubt of it. Do you 
believe that the bock said to be written by him, is a 
correct, representation of Freemasonry? I do, was 
his reply. You believe, then, that ho was murder- 
ed, and that by Masons, for having violated the ob- 
ligations he there says he had voluntarily taken? 
He replied, to bo sure I do. 1 then asked him (sole- 
ly for the purpose of feeing what anstoer would be 
given!) [indeed!] whether, as a mason , he was not 
guilty, and if guilty , whether he had not met j 

WITH THE* FATE HE JUSTLY MERITED? I Waited j. 

an answer } but there teas no answer given! 


I further depose and say, that this is the ground I 
h ive uniformly taken, in order to avoid a declara- 
tion , or any thing that might lead to a declaration of 
my opinion respecting the supposed death of William 
Morgan , or his illustrations. " - • * 

[Hit N ote. This confession from a Christian minis- 
ter, is sufficiently remarkable. Headmits that he put 
the case to Mr. Hall, in such a manner. as to leave 
him to infer, that he, Mr. Burge, did consider that 
if aMagon were guilty of revealing. Masonry, he 
justly merited death. And this he did, solely for 
the purpose of seeipgwhat answer would be given!'* 
He explain? nothing, but leaves his hearer to infer 
that'he, a minister of .the gospel, justifies murder, 
and this he does, solely to see what answer would be 
given! No answer was given. This fact demon- 
strates that Mr. Burge did not put the case in the 
form of a question, but as his own opinion. Had 
he put it in the form of a question , would Mr. Hall, 
an Antimason, have been so puzzled as not to be 
able to answer it? The fact that he did nut answer 
it, proves that it was not a question. 

Another admission by this clergyman, is even 
more appallLg. He says he look this ground, (viz: 
putting a case which was designed to compel his 
hearer to admit that Morgan was justly murdered,) 
in order to avoid a declaration of his opinion re- 
specting a cruel murder ! ! Is this possiBle ? A 
minister of the gospel resorts to subterfuges to a- 
void giving his opinion of an outrageous murder, 
and to evade telling the truth! When Masonry 
leads such men to such shifts, what will it not do 
with men ofloose or bad principles !] 

John Prentice, 18f/t Witness. 

[Mr. Hazard was absent. Mr. HaiJe conducted 
the examination.] 

John Prentice affirmed to tell the whole truth. — 
Resides in Providenc6, is a Merchant Taylor. Has 
been a Freemason, and taken three degrees in St, 
John's Lodge, No. 1, Providence, about eighteen 
years ago. 

Question by Mr. Haile. Are you a Mason now ? 

Jins . 1 understood unofficially that I was expell- 
ed from the Lodge, but for what I was never in- 
formed. I had no notice of the proceedings. 

Mr. Haile. Are you now an adhering Mason ? 

Jlus. 1 consider myself altogether opposed to 
Masonry. • . 

Mr. Haile. Are you a political Antimason ? 

Ans. I have never voted, not having been ad- 
mitted a voter by the laws of this Mate, tiiough a 
freeholder. If* being opposed to Masonry, consti- 
tutes an Antimason, I am one. 

Question proposed by Masons. At what time did 
you become opposed to it. + 

Ans. ^ After I had satisfied my mind, by in- 
vestigation, that the whole fabric was based upon 
falsehood and deception. - My. mind was also deeply 
impressed with the influence of the Masonic prin-* 
ciples, as they were legitimately carried out in the 
forcible abduction and murder of William Morgan, 
Rnd also in the obstructions, that were thrown in 
the way, by Masons, in obedience to their Masonic 
principles, of the conviction of those who were en- 
gaged in that wieked transaction. During the winter 
ot J829, 1 became first interested to inquire into 
the truth or falsehood .of Masonry. 

Mr. Haile inquired if witness should be examin- 
ed respecting the oaths ? 

Grand Commander Barker said it would be as 
well, and handed Allyn to Mr. Haile. 

Mr. Haile asked if an oath was administered in 
each degree ? 

Ans. it was. I 'recollect distinctly that when J 
took the first degree, the preliminary remarks were 
made to jne that the oath was not to interfere with 
my religion or politics. In reference to the other 
two degrees, I cannot say whether they were or not. 

1 think it probable they wero. 

_ Haile. Can you repeat tqe obligations ? . 
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Jins. I do not think T could without omitting 
some parts. 

Jltf r. Haile read to witness the written Rhode 
Island oaths, declining to state that they ^vere the 
oaths furnished by the Rhode Island Masons, as had 
been done to all adhering Masons. ^ Entered Ap- 
prentice’s, oath was read. 

Witness . I never heard the word affirm used. — 
The phrase that buried alluding to the penalty that 
the tongne is to be buried, was given to me 1 my 
body buried,' &c. ^ 

Fellow Craft’s oath read. 

Witness has no recollection of within the angle 
or square of ray work. It may however be an im- 
provement. 

Master’s Oath read, and witness asked, do you 
re collect any variations ? 

Answer. 1 recollect there is one important omis-. 
eiortin that oath, which I will name. The oaths 
r«ati to me are substantially the same as I received, 
with such variations as 1 have pointed out, above, 
and will point out. They are these. The word 
affirm Was not used in either of them. 

in the Master's Oath as read to me, in the penal- 
ty, there is an important omission, as I received it, 
Viz. “ that there might not be the least track, trace 
or remembrance, of so vile and perjured a wretch 
as I should be, were I wilfully to violate these my 
solemn obligations.” 

Mr Haile then read the yariations, as had been 
done to other wituesses. 

1st. Relating to Grand Hailing sign of distress. 

Witness. That I took. 

2d. But will apprise him of all approaching dan- 
ger. 

Witness , That I recollect, also to keep the se- 
crets of a brother, murder and treason excepted. 

3d. “And they left to my election,” was not ad- 
ministered to me. 

4th. To go on a brother’s errand. 

Witness. 1 have no recollection of that. 

Question by Grand Commander Barker. How 
many points ar$ there in the Master’s oath ? 

Jins. I do not recollect. I never Jieaid that 
question asked by one Mason of another. 

Mr Hazard here came in and commenced the 
Committee's interrogatories. The first charge from 
Webb’s Monitor was read. Witness believes that 
charge was read to him at his initiation in the first 
degree. The other two charges of initiation of the 
other degrees, were read to witness, and he presumes 
they were read to him. 

Witness. The moral principles incnlcated in those 
charges 1 considered were binding on me before, as 
a moral man. I consider them as the advice and 
instruction of the Master of the Lodge. 

Gtk Interrogatory. Witness had no means of as- 
certaining what he was to swear to, before he took 
the obligations. He had no means of ascertaining 
whether he had an oath to take, before he went to 
the Lodge, and had no idea of an oath being requir- 
ed until after he was brought into the Hall with a 
rope round his neck* blind folded, and placed at the 
Mailer’s desk. It was not then until L was told I had 
an oath to take. 

Mr Hazard. It is unnecessary Fo state the situ- 
ation you were in ! Did you strictly attend to the 
oaths when taking them ? 

/ins. The situation in which 1 was placed, and 
the manner in which the oaths were communicated, 
were such as to render it impossible for me to un- 
derstand them. 1 made no inquiry respecting the 
oaths, at the time I took them. * 

The first degree was taken by itself, the other two 
in the same evening. I expressed no scruples to 
the Lodge at the time of taking the oaths, and I had 
none at thaWjme. 

10th. Relating to jurisdiction over life ? 

.Ins. 1 dont know that I ever came to any defi- 
nite conclusion relative to these points 1 never 
believed' that if I broke the oaths, the Lodge to 


tfhich I belonged would themselves inflict (he penal- 
ties. I considered that, as a moral, being, I had no 
right to take the life of any individual. 

In answer to the 11th Interrogatory. 

I dont know of any other secrets in Masonry 
than those contained in Bernard and Allyn. I have 
always Considered that the oaths were as much the 
socrets of Masonry, ns the signs, initiation and man- 
ner of working 1 '. The farm of the different Lodges, 
their arrangement when at work, &6. are also a 
part of the secrets. 

Question. Did you at the lime you took y thc oaths 
consider them incompatible with your dmies as a 
citizen ? ’ 

Ans. No individual could form his judgment ' 
of the oaths, until after he had taken them. J did not 
consider them incompatible with my religious and 
civil duties, until I had an opportunity to investigate ' 
them. My mind was under a* suspicion, in refer- 
ence to them, as I presume has been the case with 
many who sLill adhere* to the institution.- When 
they were placed before me in print, as I had taken 
them, I had ah opportunity to consider thorn delibe- 
rately. 

Question by Grand Commander Barker. When 
did you, first see them placed before you m print? 

Ans. I think I saw. them sodn after my initia- 
tion, in Jachin and Boaz, which some Masons used 
to have in the Lodge. It was coniidered rather .un- - 
masonic to study Jachin and Boaz in the Lodge. — 

In that book the oaths were printed. But 1 did not 
study the oaths for the purpose of forming any opin- 
ion on them, but rather to refresh my memory. In 
the winter of 1829, 1 formed an opinion upon the 
character of Masonic oaths. In answer to a ques- 
tion from Mr Barker, witness says, for the first two 
or three years after I joined the Lodge, I hoard 
these frequently administered, but 1 did not under- 
stand them. 

Question. What do you consider the objects of 
Masonry to be ? . 

Ans. What the objects of Masohs now are, in 
upholding the Institution, it would puzzle any body 
to tell. I believe the original object of Masons to 
have been to meet together to have a high froiick, 
and look after each other’s interests, to the exclusion 
of all others of the community. To protect each 
other at all points. Such I believe to have been 
its original object. I should be sorry to attribute 
such motfve.* to the Masons in this. town. I also 
believe one of the original objects was to bring the 
religion of the New Testament. into contempt. - ! do 
not behove that thoso who now. uphold it are fully 
aware that this is the legitimate design and ten- 
dency of Masonic principles and ceremonies. 

[This statement produced much sensation, among 
the Masons. The Grand Commander proposed this 
question :] 

Where do you find your proofs of this, and on 
what do you found your opinion ? 

Ans*. In all the prayers, used in the Lodge , the 
name of Jesus Christ is most studiously left out. 
There is no reference rriade to him in any of the 
cteremonies of. the seven first degrees. 

Mr. Haile. To whom are the prayers addressed ? 

Ans. To God. 

Question from a Mason. In what other resp$ct 3 
does Masonry conflict with the religion of the New 
Testament ? 

Ans, The one I 'believe to be a system of truth, 
the other lo be a system of falsehood. 

Mr. Jlallett here presented, in writiug.two ques- 
tions, relative to tho disavowal of revealed religion, 
in Masonic charges, and the erasure of the name of 
Christ froVn the passages of scripture used in the 
Royal Arch degree. No notice wai takeq of it. — . 
Grand Master Cooke, referred to the questions asked 
Mr. Chase, a former witness, touching his belief in 
the relative existence of the personages in the Trin- 
ity, and insisted on having them' put. Mr. Hallptt 
requested t4at his questions might be put. Mr.. 
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'Haile, who held the latter questions before him, 
paused for some moments, and seeiqed undecided 
'what course, to adopt. Mr. Haile, Mr. Sprague and 
Mr. Cornell were the only members of the Coin* 
inittee present, Messrs. Hazard and, Simmons being 
absent. The curiosity of the spectators, was strong* 
Yy excited, to discover what the difficulty was. — 
Alter evincing considerable uneasiness, Mr^ Haile 
put the question, with evident reluctance. Up to 
this time the impression of some of the Committee 
and the spectators, seemed to be that the witness 
kad made a charge against the Institution, of its ir- 
religious tendency, which it was impossible for him 
to prove. Even the Masons who knew better, were 
confident the witness would be put down in making 
this charge. 

The questions and answer, however, produced an 
entire revulsion in the opinion of all candid persons 
present, and fully sustained the witiicss. Mr. Haile 
put this question first :] 

Do yrti know of a quotation or passages from the 
New Testament in a Masonic book, from which the 
name of the^avior is excluded, although it appears 
in the original as printed in the Ne^v Testament ? 

Ans. In one ot Paul’s Epistles* which is used in 
the ceremonies as a lesson, the name of * our Lord ; 
Jesus Christ ,’ which occurs in the original text ix 
left' out. The second question was then put : 

Did you ever read, or hear read to you, the Charge 
to Masons in the first part of the Records of St. 
John's Lodge, in which the following instruction is 
given to the candidate? ‘Religious disputes are nov- 
el* to be introduced into a Lodge. For as Masons we 
only pursue the universal Religion or jnn Re- 
ligion of Nature !’ — {Extract from a short charge 
to be given to the Candidate on his initiation, as 
found in the Records of St. John’s Lodge, Provi- 
dence, and also published in Books of Masonic Con- 
stitutions.] 

Witness does not remember it was read to 
him. 

[Mr. Hallett hero Called for the Book of Records 
of Si. John’s Lodge, which was produced after some 
hesitation, and referred to the passage as above 
quoted, which tye read, aloud, and handed to Mr. 
Haile. Mr. Haile has entirely omitted this fact in 
his Minutes. 

NOTE. 

. IT 0 illustrate this important point, that Masonry, 
in the seven original degrees, as they are called, 
carefully excludes revealed religion, and the name 
of Jesus Christ, in order to accommodate itself to 
Turks, Jews and Pagans the following, facts are 
subjoined. In one of the principal Masonic, charges, 
is found this passage, above referred to.] 

“ As Masons, we only pursue the universal re- 
ligion, OR THE RELIGION OF NATURE. This IS a 
cement which unites men of the most different 
principles in one sacred bond, and brings together 
those who were the most distant from ene another.’ 

The same principle is fully avowed in the De- 
claration of the twelve hundred Masons of Massa- 
chusetts. 

“ [Masonry] simply requires of the candidate his 
assent to one great fundamental religious truth : the 
existence and Providence of God, and a practical ac- 
knowledgement* of those infallible doctrines for 
the government of life, which are written by the 
finger of God on the heart of man.' 

So says orator Brainard! 4 The oqly religious test 
[in Masonry] is this, that men should have a sense 
of their immortal accountability, so that their obli- 
gation can beponfidtd in' 

A still stronger illustration of this M a9 °nic prin- 
ciple, is found in the original dharge at initiation 
into the first . degree, p. 175 of the Massachusetts 
Book of'Cdnstitutions, compiled by the learned Dr. 
Harris, and approved by the Gran;l Lodge of Mas- 
sachusetts. 

*• As a gentleman, and a Mason you are to be a 
*’ , rict observer of the moral law, as captained in th e 


as 

Holy writings .” In a note by Dr. Harris, ha that 
gives the Masonic definition ot Holy Writings, vix: 
“The Bible, and in countries where it is not knows, 

ANY OTHER BOOK WHICH UNDERSTOOD TO CON*- 
TAIN'THB WORD OF ~GoD.” 

Thus the Koran and the Shaster are accounted of 
equal and concurrent authority with the Bible, in 
the religion of Mnsonry ! Hear also what brother 
James Hardie says in his Monitor, approved by all 
gqod Masons: 

44 Masonry excludes all distinctions of rank, u 
well as of religion. The Roman Catholic, the 
Episcopalian , the Presbyterian, the Methodists, tbs 
Baptists, -.the Unitarian, the Hebrew, the Gentoo, 
the Indian, &c. may here sit together in harmony 
and peace.” 

In Webb’s Monitor, page 140, at 'the opening of 
’ the Royal Arch Chapter, passages of scripture ars 1 
set apart to be read, 2d TbessalonianB 3d chapter, 1 
from the 6th to the 17th verses. The 6tb verse 
reads in the New Testament thus : 44 Now we conn 
mand you, brethren, in the name of our Lord Jesu} 
Christ , that ye withdraw yourselves from every 
brother who walketh disorderly.” 

In -Webb’s version, it reads thus: €t Now we 
command you, brethren, that ye withdraw your* 
selves from every brother,” &c. 

12th re lie. In the original : 14 Now them that are 
such we command and exhort, by our Lord Jesus' 
Christ , that with quietness they woik and eat their 
own bread.” 

Same verse as* altered iq.WeM>: 44 Now them 
that are such we command and exhort, that with " 
quietness they work,” &c. 

The 18th verse in the original is wholly omitted, 
viz : 44 The grace of our Lord Jesus Christ be with 
you all.” Here, in one chapter, the name of Jesus 
Christ, which occurs three times, is expunged by 
Masonry, in order to accommodate itself to the Jew, 
the Turk and the Hindoo. 

Again in Webb, p. 154, a part of the 9th chapter 
of Hebrews is read during the ceremony of lower- 
ing the candidate through a trapdoor, in the wicked 
farce of representing 4 the tabernacle called the Ho 
liest of all the manna, Aaron’s rod that budded, ’and 
the tables of the covenant. 9 ’ In the original the 
name and office of Christ occurs seven times, but do 
allusion is made to him in Webb’s version. One of 
the Verses omitted is remarkable. 44 ll.‘ But Christ 
being come a high priest of good things to come, 
by a greater and ihore perfect Tabernacle, not made 
with hands, that is to say, not of this building.” 

Grand Master Cooke now called for his question, 
which Mr, Haile put as follows ; 

Mr. Haile . I have no right to ask ytiuany ques- 
tions relating to your religious views, but in order 
to explain how you consider the „ Masonic Institu- 
tion as excluding* the religion of Jesus Christ, 1 
will ask you what you understand by the word 
God ? 

I Ans. Perhaps the best answer 1 can give, is, 
that being who created and upholds t|ie universe. 

Mr. Haile. What do you understand is meant 
by the words Jesus Christ ? 

Ans. Do you wish to divide them or take them 
together ? Jesus Christ was -the son of God. 

Mr. Haile. No, take them together. 

Mr. Haile. What do you understand by the ex- 
pression, God the Father, God the Son, and God 
ihe Holy Ghost ? 

[Mr. Harris here referred to the bill of rights of 
Rhode Island, which expressly says that no man 
shall be called in question, touching his religious 
belief.J 

Mr. Haile. I have no right to question you on 
your religious belief, but it is necessary to under- 
stand bow you comprehend the word Uod. 

Ans. If the object is to involve me in a meta- 
physical inquiry, for the purpose of misrepresenting 
my views of religion, 1 shall claim tny rights as a 
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titizen. As a believer in the religion of Christ, I: 
can approach God In no other way, than in the 
liame of Jesus Christ. 

Mr. Haile. That is not an answer to the ques- 
tion. If you decline answering it, I shall so state 
it. \ > 

Witness. You will tbeii not state it correctly. 1 ' 
have not refused to answer. 

Mr Haile. The witness has charged a large and 
respectable body of men with infidelity. 

Mr Hallett. The' witness has made no such 
eharge against individuals. He has stated the 
principles laid down in Masonic charges and con- 
stitutions. 

Mr Haile . I cannot nndsrstand any distinction 
between charging an Institution with inculcating 
deism, or charging the men who belong to it. 

Mr Hallett. That is your own inference. The 
witness has only stated the facts. 

Mr Haile 9 addressing the witness. Is it under- 
stood, by any portion of the religious community, 
that the word Go <d includes Father, Son and Holy 
Spirit ? * 

Arts. I do not understand the drift of the ques-' 
tion, or the reason for asking it. 1 decline answer- 
ing the question, if it v is Intended, as I presume it 
'is, to involve an inquiry into iny religious opinions. 

I do not think that this is a proper place to explain 
them. 

[Mr. Haile here remarked with some seventy, 
upon the circumstance of Mr. Harris having hand- 
ed to witness the R. I. bill of rights, relating to re- 
ligious freedom] 

Mr. Haile. Then you decline answering? 
-Witness. I beg leave to remark, that if that ques- 
tion has the remotest connexion with the matter 
now undgr legal investigation, I am willing to an- 
swer it. I feel myself bound to answer every 
thing that comes under my civil obligation to tell the 
whele truth; net to tell a 'part of the truths as other 
witnesses have done, and excuse myself by saying 
that the Committee agreed to ask me only such 
and ^uch questions. 

Mr. Haue . For mv own part, I consider it has a 
bearing. 

Witness. 1 believe there is no sect o C Christians 
who do not consider Christ the only medium of 
intercession between God and man. 

Mr. Haile. That is not an answer. . 

Witness. I think it important. In Masonic 
prayers the Savior is excluded, which is evidently 
not accidentally but purposely, in conformity to the 
principles of the Institution, which exclude the re- 
ligion of Jesus Christ, and adopt only natural relig- 
ion. 

Mr. Haile. That is not the question. ~ 

Grand Commander Barker handed the following 
question, which Mr. Haile put. * 

In whose name are witnesses sworn in a Court of 
law? 

Witness. What has that to do with this investi- 
gation? 

Mr. Haile. You are not to judge. 

[Mote. The Masonic witnesses, however, by a 
special contract with Mr. Hazard, were allowed to 
judge, and to withhold answers to all questions 
which they judged to be improper.] 

Mr. Haile. Do you decline answering? 

Witness. I have no -objection to answer the 
question, but I bave an objection to being trifled 
with. If the Committee will so far relieve my 
mind as to point oat any relation it ha* to my duty 
here as a witness,* I should be greatly obliged to 
them. 

Mr Hails . I cannot consider the question im- 
portant other than to ascertain whether you are ac- 
quainted with the manner' in which oaths are ad- 
ministered in Courts of law. All kinds of questions 
have been put. 

Witness. If the design was apparent in the 
question itself, I should have no objection- to an- 


swer. though the fact is known to every school boy, , 
but tne object is to draw au inference, to be used to 
my injury elsewhere. 

Mr. Haile. " Do you decline answering, then? 

Witness. I do. 

Mr Haile wrote this down. - 

Mr Hallett said, that if Mr Haile put down the 
refusal of the witness to answer, he ought also to 
state fbe reason given by him, /for the refusal. 

[Mote. The above examination took place in the 
absence of Mr. Hazard and. Mr. Simmons. The 
impropriety and unfairness of the proceeding, are 
sufficiently. apparent, especially to any one acquaint- 
ed with the laws of Rhode Island, which expressly 
declare that no witness shall be called in question, 
touching his religious belief. - Even this violation 
of lawf by Mr. Haile, is, however, less improper in 
a person acting as a magistrate, than his refusal to - 
put down any thing in ms minutes, but the simple 
question, and the refusal of the witness to answer, 
though he was specially requested to give the whole 
of the witness’ answer. It would seem hardly 
credible that Mr. Haile should have condensed the 
whole of this inquiry touching the religious views 
of the witness, into the following questions and 
answers, and yet it is every word of it that is given 
in his printed report of the testimony. See page 
62 of tiie Committee’s published' report of the tes- 
timony. 

“ Question by. Committee. What do you qnder- 
stand is meant by the word God ?- 

Ans. I understand it t b mean that being who 
created and upholds the Universe. 

Question by requeet. In whose name is a witness 
sworn in a court of law ? / , 

Ans. I decline answering this question.”] 

[Mr. Hazard resumed bis seat at the table.] 

Iq answer to a question by request, witness stat-,* 
ed he had a conversation a year ago, with a Mason, ' 
Benajah Warren, of this town, bn the subject of 
keeping secret a crime, if communicated- to him 
Masonically. He asked me why I had renounced 
Masonry, i told him, one reason why I had re- 
nounced it was, that I considered the principles of 
Masonry were inconsistent with the duties of a man 
as a citizen. He asked me to show him in what re- 
spect. I stated to him a case, by way of illustra- 
tion, referring him to that part' of the obligation 
which requires him to k«®P the secrets of a brother 
Master Mason, in every respect save murder and 
treason. 

If a brother Mason should be guilty of burning . 
his neighbor’s house, and should communicate to 
him the fact, and require him to keep secret, as! ft, 
Mason, the transaction, -how he could, consistently 
with his obligation as a citizen, keep his Masonie 
obligation? I asked him what hu would do in such . 
a case. He replied, he would not teU of it , let pee- 
pie find it out as they tould t he would never tell of 
iti ’ . 

Mr. Haile inquired if there was >ny reference to 
a trial in a Court of Justice. 

Ans. There was none. 

In answer to 18th interrogatory, witness says — 

I have no recollection of ever hearing politics dis- 
cussed in a Lodge, nor knew a Lodge to combine 
to elect a candidate to office. . 

21st Interrogatory. — 

I have oonsidered my moral duties paramlfint to 
all others, and have never favored a Mason to tbfe 
injury of one who was not, in consequence of my 
Masonic obligations. 

Question by request. Have you known any in- 
stance, where the influence of Masonry has boon 
used to the injury of those who were not Masons? 
If so state it. 

Ans. Sometime in the“summer of 1830, 1 was 
called upon by a young man of the name of William 
Hall, then a resident of this town, now in Connec- 
ticut, to become his bail, he having been sued by 
Griffin Child, of this town. Not being sqffigient 
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Vail myself, (two being required by law,) I called 
f>o Mr. Lowell Adams, to be bail with me. He 
did so. A few days after we had become bail, said 
^Adams remarked to me, that he. was apprehensive 
wo had got ourselves into ililficujty , for that this 
Hall was a great villain. I asked him how he 
knew that fact. He replied, he was told it by a 
brother Mason, as a Mason. I asked him who the 
man was. He refused telling his name, saying it 
was communicated to him as a Mason, or upon the 
principles of Masonry. I ascertained afterwards 
that it was the very man who had caused the writ 
to be served on said Hall. This man was Griffin 
Child. The suit that wa9 brought was for slander. 
Aftei* the suit was withdrawn, Mr. Adams told me 
he got the information from Mr. Child. 

[Able. The bearing of this will be seen, by ob- 
serving that it waa the. interest ot Child to injure 
the character of Hall, and induce his bail to surren- 
der him,, which would have placet! him at the mer- 
cy of Child. He therefore Mesonically commu- 
nicated suspicions tQ'the mind of Adams, who did 
not know that Child had caused the writ to be is- 
sued. 

Mr. Hazard, about this time, wds extremely civil 
to -witness, and made this remark, “I pre3ume that 
nobody who hears your testimony, will doubt it. It 
is given very fairly.] 

Witness. Never- knew the Grand Hailing Sign 
ef' Distress to be made in a Court, ora Jutlge to 
practice upon that construction. 

Question by request . Was tt)e duty of obeying 
the Grand Hailing Sign of distress inculcated in 
the Lectures ? 

Anss I recollect at the close of receiving the 
Master's degree, the Master of the Lodge, in ex* 
plaining the Grand Hailing Sign, told me that 
whenever I saw that sign, or heard the words ac- 
companying it, I was to fly to the relief of the per- 
son making it, if there was a greater probability of 
saving his life than losing my own. The sign is 
made by raising both hands above the head. The 
words arc, My Lord, three times repeated. 

[The witness here represented the motion, at 
which the Masons present exhibited indications of 
distress as though they had witnessed some awful 
sffcrilsge.] 

Witness. It is the custom for Masons to be re- 
ceived as visiting brethren into all Lodges of their 
degree. 

Question by request. What is understood by p. 
worthy 'brother ? 

A ns. I presume it is to be understood that every 
Mason j* to be considered a worthy brother until he 
is declared to-be otherwise by the Lodge to which 
he belongs. 

Answer to 33 d Interrogatory. I have had repeat- 
ed conversations with different Masons, at different 
times, upon the subject of the Morgan outrage.*— 
The impression that several of them left on my 
mind was,that they justified the abduction and mur- 
der of Morgan, on Masonic principles. My recol- 
lection is so indefinite that I should not name any 
individual. These conversations were within two 
years past, in this town. I do not recollect any par- 
ticular place, nor do I recollect any particular ex- 
pressions that led me to these impressions. 

Mr. Hazard seemed very desirous, just at this 
time,% do away the unfavorable impression left 
upon the public, by pressing the witness as to his 
religions opinions. He evidently did not like to have< 
anyone abuse the witnesses but himself. He said, 
very politely, that he hoped the witness would not 
consider that the Committee were disposed to press 
hiitf . He thought the public ought to be possessed 
of all the information in reference to such a subject, 
as the justification of murder. This was all he de- 
sired. Mr. Hazard here asked if a single question 
had been refused, if it had it should be put now.] 

Question by the Grand Master. In what form 
wore you notified previous to your expulsion ? 


Ans. I was not notified at all, and knew not why 
[ was expelled. # 

Question from W. Paint , Jr. x Had you made 
known previous to jour expulsion, the Masonic 
oaths, and did you suppose . you were expelled for 
declaring the truth of the revelations of Masonry, 
before the public. •- 

Ans. > I had, and I presume that was the reason 
why I was expelled.. 

Question from the same. . Have. you ever ' been 
told in a friendly or threatening manner by Masons 
that your speaking agaiost Masonry would injure 
you in your business ? ' » 

Ans. I have, but whether in a friendly or threat- 
ening manner i cannot tell. 

Question by request. Was it explained to you, 
as you advanced in the degrees, that the reason of 
the cable tow being increased in each degree, in the 
number of times it was wound round you, was td 
impress upon you the additional binding force of 
your obligations ? 

Ans. It was so explained. 

The testimony here closed, and it being 9 o'clock 
in the evening-, the Committee adjourned. 

Friday morning Dec. 16. — Present all the com- 
mittee, except Mr. Potter. ReV. Mr. Greene, a Bap- 
tist Clergyman and adhering Mason,wasoalled again, 
having been previously examined and excused" - 
Testimony of Rev. Daniel Greene. 

The general interrogatories being put, witness ans- 
wered in the form adopted by most of the Masonic 
witnesses, who had the benefit of each others testi- 
mony. 

Question by request. Did you ever hear of the 
murder or intended murder of Morgan, in the.Lodgo, 
or did you ever hear a Mason justify or palliate the 
murder ? 

Ans. I do not know any thing about it, except 
What I read in the papers and publications. 

Question by request. What are the signs made ori 
entering and leaving a lodge, and what reference 
have they to the penalty ? 

Ans. There are signs and cerismonies ori leaving 
a Lodge ; I never inquired whether they had refer- 
ence to the penalty or not. I presume the lectures 
will tell all about it. 

[Witness, however, declined stating what the 
signs were ; or what explanation was given of them 
in the Lectures.] 

Question by request. Were you taught in the Lec- 
tures, to obey the grand hailing sign of distress ? 

Ans. I presume they are taught to obey the signs, 
in the Lectures, &c. 

Question by request. To whom did'you consider 
you bound yourself, in the penalty of your Entered 
Apprentice's oath, to have your throat cut, &c. if 
you revealed the secrets ? to yourself, or to the 
Lodge ? 

Aits. I do not consider 1 gave power to any one 
to inflict the penalty upon ine. 

By request. Have you ever had any evidence to' 
satisfy you that Speculative Masonry existed previ- 
ous to 1717, and have you ever held out the opinion 
to othersjor believed it yourself, that the Institution 
was 5831 years old p 

Ans. 1 have always held it to be an ancient Insti- 
tution. I have no particular evidence other than 
the Masonic Monitor. I do not remember to have 
stated exactly how old it was. 

By request. Do yon consider yourself, as a Royal 
Arch Mason, under stronger obligations as respects 
charity to a brother Royal Arch than to an Entered 
Apprentice ? What is the object of having so many 
degrees, in which Masons are bound to keep secrets, 
not only from the world, but from each other. 

Ans. I do not know. 

Question. How 'do you answer the first part of 
the question? 

Ans. 1 do not know that I do. 

Question by request. If you have taken the de- 
gree of Knight Templar, as you say, do you remem* 
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ber the following obligation administered to you, 
While going through the ceremonies? 11 This pure 
wine,” &c. [Ante p.49.] 

Jins. I cannot recollect any thing about what in 
read to me from that book, . 

Question by request. Can you recollect ever 
drinking wine, or its representative, out of a hu- 
man skull, in the ceremonies of being made a 
Knight Templar? , 

Jins . , I do rtot knOW that it Can effect the inter- 
ests of any one, 'Whether I drank wine out 
dr a sKUtiij a tirr dup, or a Rasin’. 

[tCT Truly a worthy answer for a reverend cler- 
gyman, under a solemn civil oath, to answer all 
such questions as should be put to him! How 
strangely Masonic principles pervert the tinder^ 
standings and consciences of pious men, and even 
ministers of the gospel of tnbTii ! A list of ques^ 
lions had been made' out for this witness, but they 
had been torn up by Mr. Hazard, and it was deem- 
ed useless to press them, where the witness was pro- 
tected by tile committee from telling the truth, 
and where it was apparent ho would not answer 
any question, under civil oath; which his Masonic 
oath required him to conceal. One of these ques- 
tions, if put, must have involved the witness in di- 
rect contradiction^ He had testified} that the ob- 
ject of the check degree was to keep people out of 
the Lodge} who might gdt in by studying the books 
of impostors* &c. The question Was, whether a 
man who told the truth could be an impostor, and 
how it was necessary to guard against the admis- 
sion of impostors, if they had not got the real se- 
crets of Masonry, from Morgan’s disclosures ? 

[It has been alleged that among the charges 
brought against the Masons of Rhode Island, by 
Antimasons, was the murder of a man for having 
made a Mason illegally. Mr. Hazard} (though he 
carefully avoided inquiries into the actual charges 
made by Antimasons, and though he twieo refused 
U written request to summon the Grahd Master 1 and 
Grand Commander of thp year 1826, and question 
N them as to their knowledge of the Morgan conspir- 
acy, and the disposition of the extra appropriations 
made from their ;fahds in that year,) was never- 
theless- eager tir' represent the Antimasons as hav- 
ing charged the Rhode Island Masons, With the ac- 
tual commission of murder. The fact was, this 
charge originated from Caleb Sayles, a high adher- 
ing mason, and but for him would never have been 
presented to the public at alh We deem it wholly 
foreign to the subject of inquiry before the Com- 
mittee, but as Mr. Hazard was particularly zealous 
In his investigations into a matter which he knew 
the Antimasons did not rely upon at all, or expect 
to prove ; it may be proper to give the testimony. 

The witnesses on this point were gnt before the 
Committee, with great difficulty, and only upon ah 
extra summons for them to appear. They were ad- 
hering Masons, and testified with great reluctance. 
Mr* Hazard throughout avoided proposing any 
questions that, might draw out more than it would | 
be prudent to have disclosed. 

There is one fact, particularly deserving notice in 
' the testimony of Lewis C. Brown. It will be seen 
that a Mason, who did not collect his debt in a dis- 
tribution of the witnesses pRfiperty, accused him to 
* the Lodge, evidently for not Complying with the 
spirit of his obligation to favor a brother Mason, to 
the exclusion of other creditors, and the Lodge con- 
demned him for it. Could this subject be fully de- 
veloped, many a creditor, not a Mason, would learn 
how it hp happened that be has been overlooked in 
the distribution or attachment of his debtor’s prop- 
erty, while others, less deserving, have been fully 
secured. 

It will also be observed front this testimony, that 
the witness was rather suddenly restored to the 
Lodge, just after the Morgan outrage, when it be- 
came necessary for Masons to settle all their smaller 
difficulties.} 


Testimony of Lewis C. Brown. [20ih 
Lewis C. Brown, Smithfield, Valley Falls, mill* 
wright, sworn — i am a Mn.son, have taken the de- 
gree to the R. A. I am still an adhoring inasoif. 

Quer Did yod ever have any difficulty with the 
Lodge, if so wba( was it, and what were the pro- 
beedings ? r 

Ans. I never had an • difficulty with the Grand 
Lodge of this State. As to the Morning Star Lodge 
there was at one time some difficulty in 1814. It 
began by some of the members being kt Variance 
with me; That happened in consequence of a cer- 
tain one, who 1 was owing a sum of money to, and . 

I was gone to New York and some persons attached 
nly property ; amongst them some masons, and one 
in consequence of not getting his money , accused 
me of cheating him. *• 

Ho made a complaint to the T/odge for defraud- 
ing him, and they look notice of it.. They appoint- 
ed a committee to investigate the subject. The com- 
mittee oil an investigation reported* against me unan- 
imously; I appealed as I had a right to do, accord- 
ing to the by laws of the Lodge, to a second com- 
mittee. The second committee investigated the 
affair and also reported against me. As I 'was a 
member of & Chapter in Providence at the same 
time, the same complaint was entered there. After 
the report of the second committee, the Chapter 
appointed a committee of thfee to repo» t on the . 
same. John Carlile, Piter Grinnelj, and Mr. Jackson 
of this town, I think were the Committee. After 
hearing the parties they* reported unnnimouslv in 
ray favOt. Then I Went back to the Morning Star 
Lodge, ahd insisted on being reinstated, which was 
refused. t thill made complaint to the Grand 
Lodge. The grand Lodge appointed a committee 
of three to' investigate the affair and report. This 
committee cited the Morning • Star Lodge to show 
cause why I should not he reinstated in said Lodges 
t’he Lodge at Cumberland appointed a committee 
to appear before the committee of the Grand Lodge. 
They accordingly appeared with m vself before d»id 
committee. There was a full Investigation of the 
subject before the dommitte*, and 'they reported. 
That the" said Lewis C. Brown be reinstated into 
the Lodge- and all the privileges of Mashnry, nnd 
have a right to visit any Lodge under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Grand Lodge. This report was accept- 
ed. I then went back to the Morning Star Lod^e, 
but they insisted on holding me as an expelled 
member, and contended that thn Grand Lodge had 
no right to reinstate an expelled member of any 
subordinate Lodge. Their by laws required the 
unanimous vote of all the members present to re- 
instate an expelled member, and the. reason whv 
the Lodge did not comply with the requisitions of 
the Grand Lodge were these : ^he brother meson 
opposed to me always put in a negative vote, and I 
believe that some others voted alwavs n^ainst me. 
After these repeated requests, in 1P27! nr 28 ! 
they finally restored me to all my former rights and 
| privileges in said lodge by a vote, the person who 
made the complaint having moved awny. 

^ Quss. After this, or before, or at anv other time, 
did you write any thing about or against the institu- 
tion of Masonrv, which got before person* who were 
Mason*, or before the Lodge, and created the same 
or another difficulty , . 

Ans. It is true while the affair was pending in 
Morning Star Lodge. I kept a journal an*! made 
some comments on it, but I believe no difficulty 
•was created by it. The comments were on points 
which I deemed illegal and unmasonfe. At this 
time 1 wrote some letters to the Lodge on this sub- 
ject, whioh the lodge did not approve. These pro- 
ceedings are all on record 

Ques. Did the Lodge some two or three years 
.ago. or any masons pay or offer to pay all the money 
back again which you had paid the Lodge upon 
certain conditions ; if so, state the reason or condi- 
tions. 
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Ans. There was no such offer ever made. The 
person represented that I had written against Ma- 
- sonry, but the Committee of the Grand Lodge de- 
cided 1 had not written any thing against Masonry ; 
1 never had written or said any thing against Ma- 
sonry. 

Ques. Have you ever known any person to ob- 
tain the secrets of Masonry illegally, or as they 
say clandestinely ? Who was it, where did he live, 
what was his name, what became of him, when was 
he tried if tried at all ? 

Ans. I know of no such case that ever came un- 
der my knowledge. 

Ques. Did you ever hear of such a case, or 
have evidehce given you to convince you that such 
a case ever happened in this State. 

Ant, There has been frequent reports, but noth- 
ing that ever satisfied my mind that snch a case 
ever took place in this State. There was a report 
that a Mr. Joseph Follet, of Cumberland, now 
dead, did once obtain Masonry illegally. It is very 
difficult to tell whether people meant it for a fact, 
or only a rumor. This report I had from my fath- 
er and "others. My father was not a Mason. These 
circumstances happened about thirty two years 
age, since which time there has been something 
said about it. 

The report has been revived within about 5 years 
in a Vermont paper, but I have heard no new cir- 
cumstance about ih ' Mr. Follett has been dead 
something like twenty years. He left two daught- 
ers. The youngest is married te my brother. She 
is about thirty years old, and resides in Cumber- 
land. My father died in 1800. I was well acquir- 
ed with Mr Follett. My brother's wife said that 
her mother told her that a stranger came to board 
with her, and Boon after disappeared. No name 
wsis mentioned in the Vermont report, who made 
Follett a Mason. 1 dont know as 1 can tell. In 
' conversation with my brother’s wife, she stated her 
mother washed this man’s clothes, who boarded 
there, the stranger, and Ilia shirt was bloody. Her 
mother has been dead five or six years. Can’t tell 
that her mother stated the time when this man 
* boarded there. This man soon after disappeared. 
It was supposed by them that no other person knew 
the stranger but Mr. Follett. They were diet) in 
a room together alone. 

Qtics. What has been represented by Mr, Follett* s 
/dmily , as his feelings and views upon this subject , 
during his last sickness. 

Ans. Never has been represented by him, any 
thing against Masonry. He was buried with Ma- 
sonic honors ! I don't recollect ever hearing his 
family say any thing about what his feelings were 
upon this subject, flty brother's wife save that 
her mother told her they, the stranger and Mr. Fol- 
lett, were intimate together, and often in the room 
together by themselves. I was well adquainted 
with Mr. F., but never heard Mr. F. say that any 
Mason or any body else suffered by Masons on his 
account. I was twenty or twenty five years old 
at the time Follett died. 

Adjourned till afternoon. 

Qua#. Were you not restored to your Masonic 
privileges by the Grand Lodge, from fear you 
would publish your difficulties to the world ? 

Ans. It is very difficult for me to say what the 
.cause was. It was sufficient for me to know that I 
was 7 restored. I should rather think it was because 
justice required it to be done. 

Ques. Did you threaten to publish the proceed- 
ings of the Lodge, and was it talked in the Grand 
Lodge that you would do bo] if you were not re- 
stored. 

Ans. Seems though there was something said 
bv a Committee in tne Morning Star Lodge, to a 
Committee in the G. Lodge. I do not know wbat 
effect that bad. I should have published the. pro- * 
e tattings, if they bad not restored me. 4 


Mr. Hade. Was there any thing improper in 
those proceedings ? 

Ans. Nothing more than to show a private diffi- 
culty, and the inconsistency of the proceedings of 
the Lodge. Nothing that would injure the princi- 
ples of Masonry, I conclude, if these proceedings 
were made public. It would show their inconsist- 
ent conduct. 

[This last was got down with difficulty, Mr. 
Haile asking if witness was satisfied.] 

In answer to a question, witness has read some 
parts of Morgan’s Illustration*; of Bernard’s none. 
I thiak that Morgan wrote as well as he knew. 

Qtus. Wbat do you mean by saying he wrote si 
well as he knew bow ? 

Ans. My impression is be wrote to get money by 
it, and of course he would write as well as he knev. 
In that part I read I found some variation. 

Mr. Hade . What is your meaning, well or cor- 
rect 7 

Jins., I find some errors in it in my opinion. 

Mr. Hade. Can you state the errors. 

„ Ans. I can’t do it without they are pointed out. 

Mr. Paine wished the Committee to read the 
Royal Arch Oath from Allyn. 

Mr. Hazard said the proper oath to read to the 
witness, who was a Rhode Island Mason, was tbs 
Rhode Island oath, as handed in to the committee. 

Mr. Paine thought the witness ought not to be 
instructed in this wpy, as to wbat he was to swear 
to. 

Mr. Hazard. It don’t have a very good appear- 
ance to attempt to discard the oaths proved here, by 
R. I. Lodges and Chapters. It is not in my opinon 
fair treatment. 

Mr. Paine. If it was fair treatment to make sece- 
ding Masons testify from the oatbs given in the 
books, I don't see whyit is not as fair -to question 
adhering masons in the same way. 

Mr. Hazard replied by biting bis lips and sbuf* 
filing his spectacles with great veheiponce. The 
witness relieved him by saying, 

I won’t trouble you to~ read the oatbs, they tie 
nearly correct in Morgan. It is so long since I read 
the Royal Arch Oatb, that I cannot undertake to 
point out any part. [The reading of the oath was 
waived.] 

. Ques. Have you ever taken the Check degree or 
pass word, since 1826'; if so, when and from whom, 
and wbat did you understand was the occasion of 
it? 

Ans. I received such a degree in Morning Star 
Lodge, Cumberland, sometime in 1828, from Rev. 
Mr. Cutler, an (Jniversalist minister. Master of the 
Lodge. There was little said about it at the time. 

1 suppose the real object was to keep out tbose who 
we did not know but might getinformation enough 
from Morgan's book and others to work into the 
Lodge. 

Quas. Did you understand where it came from? 

Ans. I understood it had been lately received, 
but from whence it was not told tome. 

Testimony of Jesse Brown — 2! st witness. 

Friday morning Dec. 15. — [Nearly every ques- 
tion put to this witneM, was by request Mr. Haz- 
ard appeared very reroctant to examine him close- 

iy-1 

Jesse Broton, an adhering Mason, sworn in- full. 
Resides in Cumberland, is a farmer. • I call myself 
a Freemason. 1 have jaken 3 degrees in St John’s 
Lodge, thirty five years or more ago. 

Ques. Do you know of any person having been 
made a Mason clandestinely ! 

Ans. I do not of my own knowledge. I never 
saw one made. I have heard it reported. It was 
the common report in Cumberland that one Joseph 
Follett, who lived in my neighborhood, had been 
made a Mason clandestinely. Follett is now dead. 

If I can recollect the man's name who made Follett 
a Mason, it was Adams. I can’t reeofiect his first 
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name ; I will not be quite positive that his name 
‘ Was Adams. 

Ques. What became of Mr. Adams ? 

Jlna. The report was that Adams sometime af- 
terwards took a vessel at Providence and went off- 
removed to the west with his family. Thinks this 
was within a few months after he had made Follett 
a Mason. He was a transient man. It was said 
that Follett was made a Mason clandestinely in 
Massachusetts. Adams^represented himself as a 
Mason. 

Ques. Did Follett £et into the Lodge alter Ad- 
ams made him a Mason ? Did he pay any fee for 
admission? 

Ant. They received Follett in the Lodge. I do 
not know whether hd paid hrs fee or not He was 
not satisfied with the Masonry he got. He got sick 
of it himself, and came forward and was admitted 
to the' Morning Star Lodge in Cumberland in the 
legal way. ' 1 have sat in the Lodge with him. 

Ant, Where did yon understand Adams went to. 

Qices.lt was some distance 1 heard Adams was to 
move ?• I wont be sure it was Ohio.. 1 have never 
heard of him tintt He was rather transient 

Ques. How did you kuow be had gone to Ohio ? 

Ans. I conversed with tome of our Masonic breth- 
ren who told me that he had gone to the West, and 
they saw him go on board the vessel in Providence 
with his family ! He had been with us in the Lodge, 
and was some acquainted , and of coarse it would 
lead us to speak about him, was the oacasion of the 
brethren telling me where he had gone. Witness 
does not know Caleb Sayles. 

' Qua*. Did you ever know or hear of Adams ma- 
king any other Mason ? J ' 

Ant, By report I heard that Adams made another 
Mason clandestinely besides Follett. I don’t recol- 
lect who it was. It was not in my neighborhood. 
This circumstance was generally known in Cum- 
berland, by Masons, and 1 guess other people tpo. 
It was not a very private thing. 

Quet. Did you ever hear that Adams was called 
upon by any Lodge, for what be had done, or that 
Masons had any thing to do with his going away? 

Ant, I never knew that the Lodge in Cumber- 
land or any other J<odge called upon Adams about 
this. Some of the members did. I understood sev- 
eral Masons conversed with him. 

Ques. What was the nature of the oonversation ? 

Ant, Why, they asked him why he came to do 
eo, I understood he plead poverty, and wanted to 
get funds to move. I never heard that the Lodge 
had any thing to do with his going away, or paid 
any thing for it. Said Adams did not visit the Lodge 
after these transactions. This was more than twen- 
ty years ago.’ 

Quet, byj. 8. Harris, Have you not frequently 
said or thought there was something wrong about 
this so far as Masonry is concerned ? 

Antr No farther than I have heard it said, Adams 
did wrong, in getting said Follett’s money. 

Ques. Did you ever hear or know that Adama ev- 
er suffered in consequence of making Follett a Ma- 
son? 

Ant, I know nothing further than that the breth- 
ren talked with him about It, and told him it w* * & 
breach of hie trust. Adame gave Follett three de- 
grees in one evening. 

[Mr. Simmons here asked if there were any more 
questions. The Committee proposed none and 
evinced no wish to inquire into the subject.] 

Qact*# by W, Harris, Have you ever heard any 
thing respecting a stranger that boarded with Fal- 
len, and went away suddenly, and Mrs. Follett dis- 
covering blood on his clothing. 

Ant, I never did. The witness was here dis- 
missed. 

Testimohy of Bchajah Warner — S 2d Witness, 

Benajah Warner — sworn in full. Resides in Prov- 
idence, is a shipwright, and an adhering Mason. 
The deposition 'of John Prentice was read, relating a 


conversation, in which Warnbr had said if a Mason 
communicated a crime to him, he should feel bound 
to keep it secret, and let others find it out. 

Witness, 1 had no such convcrsationas that. We 
had a oonversation about the obligation, but not in 
that way.' He never put that question to me; and I 
never answered it in that way. I asked him why' 
he had renounced Masonry. He was a young fellow 
that I felt an interest in. I bad always heard him 
well spoken of, and I thought it would be an in* 
jury to him to renounce Masonry. I asked him 
why he fell back. He said that the obligations were 
dangerous^especially the higher ones. He said that 
there was such a thing as that Masons would up- 
hold one another in the higher degrees. I told him 
I believed no such thing ; add asked him If he found 
any thing ungentlemanly, or unchristian in the ob- 
ligations ne had taken ? It appeared that he signi- 
fied I was right in the lower degrees, but in the 
higher degrees which we had not taken, one Mason 
was bound to uphold another, let him do what he 
would. 1 told him 1 did not believe it. It did not 
look consistent with the other degrees. He said he 
had a book that would convince me. I told him I 
did not believe the book. It was not consistent. I 
talked with him out of friendship. He was a young 
man, and had no one te help him. 1 told him I 
thought his seceding from Masonry woold injure 
him. I thought he bad taken a miff, and- that in- 
stead of injuring others he would injure hUdself. I 
hfd always heard a good name of him. before, from 
a child. He was much liked. 

Quet. by W, Paine , Jr, How did you consider It % 
would injure him to secede from Masonry, especial- 
ly as you say you had always heard a goo* name of 
him before t 

• A ns. I considered that he would say things that 
he ought not to, and would lose the confidence of 
Masons— not only of them, but all judicious men. 
Question by W, Paine ' Jr. What character did Mr. 
Prentice bear among Masons, after he seceded ? 
[The witness did not answer this question.] 

Question by the same. Did you swear in your 
Master Mason's oath, to keep the secrects of a 
Master Maeon, when committed to you, mu rder and 
treason excepted ? 

Witness hesitated. Mr. Hazard read that part of 
the R. Island oath to him. Witness admitted he 
had sworn via : “to keep a brother’s secrets as my 
own when committed to roe, as such, murder and 
treason not accepted. ' 

Question from the same. Well, then, does not 
the expression, “murder and treason excepted 
show that no other secret , but murder and tre'aaorf, 
is allowed to be disclosed, when communicated by 
one Mason to another, as such ? By murder and 
treason being only excepted, ate not all other crimes 
included? Please explain how you reconcile this 
with keeping your Masonic oath, and being a good 
citizen. 

[The witness did not appear prepared with any 
explanation. There was a abort pause, whereupon 
Mr. Hazard said it was the hour appointed for the 
funeral of some person, and the Committee would 
adjourn till 3 o’clock.] 

Friday Afternoon. The committee met, and 
called Benajah Warner again, who appeard te have 
been provided with an answer to the interrogation. 
*Ans. I do not consider this part of the obligation 
binding me to keep secret any crime, committed by 
a brother Mason, a£ a crime. 

Question by the same . If a Mason should com- 
mit a secret to you on the five points of fellowship, 
which was a crime against the laws of the State, 
should you reveal that secret before you had made 
it known to the Lodge ? 

Ant. I should not . 

[This, witness afterwards altered, by saving I 
would not receive any such a secret, as a secret ' 
and would communicate it if made to mu. W ’ 
give his precis# words.] 
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Question by the same. What, then, ia meant by 
keeping a brother’* secrets ? '? 

J ns. Why, what he premises to keep. , If a bro- 
ther communicates a secret to another brother, if 
he is a man of honor he will . keep it; but he is not 
\bound to rsiettte such a secret. His Masonic obli- 
gation does not bind him to receive any secret that 
Is unlawful. I conceive for myself, that it does 4 
not. I don’t know how it is considered. 

£ [CJ* This is a valuable distinction. He is not 
ged by his oath to receive a secret, revealing a 
crime, but if fie does receive it, he must then keep 
it.] 

Charles Scares, 23d Witness . (Introduced 
by the Treasurer of the Encampment, Moses Rich* 
aidsou.) 

Question proposed by him. Did you ever hear 
Abraham Wilkinson say,' that there had been 500, 
more or less, murders committed in Providence Ma- 
' sonic Hall, or Pawtucket? 

jins. Last summer, S. S. Southworth and A.Wil- 
kinson, were talking by the Market House. A 
large collection was' present in the street. They 
yrere conversing on Masonry. Mr. Southworth 
pointed to St. John’s Lodge, and iwked Mr. Wilkinson 
now many murders he supposed had been commit- 
ted in that Lodge. His answer was, shaking his 
finger, more than five hundred, you puppy. He 
said it in an ironical way, and raised a considerable 
laugh. They both appeared to be excited. 

Ques. by Mr. Wilkinson. Do you know thtot 
Mr. Wilkinson saw hiui point to the Hall ? 

Mns. 1 cannot say that he did. They were both | 
facing each other. 

Ques. Qid not my answer apply to the Institu- 
tion ? ' 

A as. I do not know how others understood it. I 
understood it as applying to Masons. 

24fA Witness. 

Burrington Amthohy, introduced by Moses 
Richardson, for the* same purpose. To the same 
. question answers — 

I was coming out of Mr. Searle’s office, some- 
time ago. I am ashamed to be called to tell tbe 
story now, and should not if I had not supposed I 
was compelled to come upon the summons of tbe < 
Committee. I heard loud talk in the street, and 
went to tbe market window. Mr. Wilkinson and 
' Mr. Southworth were conversing- with warmth 
upon the subject of Masonry. The * only words 1 
recollect were, Southworth said how many do you 
tbiuk have been murdered in Ibis Hall ? 

Mr. W. replied to it very quick, and rather in a 
passion, five hundred, you'puppy. I did sot under- 
stand that he intended to convey the idea that he 
believed five hundred persons had been murdered 
there. 

[It was here suggested, that as this expression 
of Mr. Wilkinson, was introduced as an offset to the 
justification of the murder of Morgan by Masong, it 
might be that Mr. Wilkinson referred to the candi- 
dates who had represented Hiram, Jubela, Jubeio 
and Jubelum and been murdered in the ceremonies 
in that Ilall.j 

In answer to a question from Mr. Wilkinson, 
witness soys, 1 never heard him apply his opinions 
of the institution to its members individually. 

[Mr. W. Paine Jr. hero stated to the Committee, 
in' answer to some inquiry, that Mr. Moses Rich- 
ardson had iu his possession certain doings of the 
Grand Chapter and Encampment in New Yoik, in 
1826, which were printed.] ... 

2oth WitncsS. 

Samuel Young was called by the Masons and 
sworn iu full Is a Mason. Questioned by Mr. Haz- 
atd if he hud ever heard any reports about a Maspn 
being murdered? . - . * 

A ns. Yes. Two years ago there was a report 
prevalent in this town, that there was a man mur- 
^redinSt. John’s Hall, of the name of SmiUh 


Thomas or Thomas H. Some one was relating 
this story to Anson Potter, and considered there 
was no doubt of it. I have understood it to be tbe 
same man Tbacher alluded to, as having been mur- 
dered in St. Johns Lodge. 

[Mole. This is entirely a mistake. Mr. Young 
in his zeal to clear Masonry, had brought up a new 
and suspicious case, of which Anlimasons Jiad nev- 
er heard bpfore.] • 

Witness. It frtfs six or seven years ago lie went 
off. Mr. Truesdell said he was in debt and run off. 
Judge Tourtellot (a mason) said he saw him in 
Cincinnati. 1 was acquainted with tbe wife of 
Smith, and I never heard her say or intimate that 
her husband was murdered. She said he bad gone 
off and absconded. 1 never talked mueh with ber 
about it, because I considered it a delicate subject. 

In answer to Question by request. Has no rea- 
son for saying this was the man alluded to by Mr. 
Tbacher and others as- having been murdered in 
St. John’s Hall. He supposes it must be, (as it is 
tbe only man he ever heard it talked, about as hav- 
ing been murdered there. I never heard it Intima- 
ted that any other person was murdered in St. 
John’s Hall, and I drew the inference from that, 
that .Smith was the man alluded to by Mr. Thacher 
and others. Said Smith resided in jGrioce&ter m 
this State. I never heard Smith’s wife say that her 
husband had been summoned before the Lodge. 

Mr. Moses Richardson was here called upon to 
be sworn. Ho declined ; said be had an objectioa 
to be examined, to be wire-drawn by people on the 
other side of the table, (meaning 'Antimasons.) He 
would not submit to it. Tbe Committee waived 
his examination, and said they should take hold of 
the Masons tomorrow. — Adjourned. 

Saturday , December 17. 

Thomas Truesdell, of Providence, affirmed. 

[26th Witness.] 

Is not a mason. Has heard mention made that it 
was supposed Thomas Smith was made way with, 
in St. John's Hall. . He heard such a report last 
winter— about a year ago. Knew Thomas Smith 
well. In 182J, in February, lie started to come to 
Providence, from Glocester ; and the report came 
in town that be was robbed and made way with by 
robbers. There was a considerable inquiry mads 
for him, and it was reported his horse and wagon 
were found in Cranston or Johnston. The supposi- 
tion, after this, was that he had gone to Ohio. Hs 
was owing my firm about $500. We sent our ac- 
counts out to a Mr. Drown, in Louisville. I never 
heard from Smith, till Mr. Wilder, a partner ot 
Judge Toqrtellot, (a mason) returned from Ohio. 
He said he had seen Thomas Smith, in New-Or- 
leans. He said he did not speak to him. Smith 
turned off when he approached hira^ but lie was 
sure it was he. I heard nothing more of him till 
this fall, when I a«ked Judge Tourtellpt if he had 
seen him, mentioning the excitement there was 
about Smith. He said be had not; but that Smith 
had been in the neighborhood of Cincinnati, about 
30 miles from there, with an acquaintance of Tour- 
tellot’s, as said Tourtellot was informed by a friend. 
Said Tourtellot is a mason. 

Qoes. Did Smith owe other debts, to induce him 
to go off? 

jins. I believe not; ours was the main debt. I 

have heard it repeatedly reported that he was made 
way with. 

Jnj*eply to a question, says— 

I'dont know whether tins was the -man Mr. 
Thacher alluded to or not. 

Ques. Did you ever hear from your correspon- 
dent ° r Other source, what became of Smith ?■ 

Ans. No. Mr. Wilder camq the nighest to him 
of any person I ever knew. 

Witness has never heard any report of any other 
person having been murdered in St. John’s Hill or 
any other Lodge In the State, but Smith. 
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Ray Potter — sworn— called by the Committee. 

„ £s7 th Witness .] 

Resides in Pawtocket. Is a clergymen. Has 
aken one degree in masonry. Does not consider 
limself a masou'now. Mr. Tbacher called on wit- 
less some time ago, in September or October 1831. 
tie shewed me a letter from a man in Maine or New 
Hampshire, relative to the account of the inurderoi 
i mason in the Lodge in Rhode- Island.* 1 heard 
Mir. Tbacher read the letter, and also saw it, except 
the name of the writer. The writer enjoined se- 
crecy ns to his name. The author of the letter 
stated that the pame of the man who was made a 
mason, illegally, was Delton C. Smith, a brother-in- 
law of Caleb Sayles, who now resides in New-York, 
and has an elder brother residing in Glocester, 11. 1. 
The writer of the letter said he had forgotten the 
name of the person who made Smith a tuafon, and 
wished to learn his name. The transaction was 
about thirty years ago. The writer of the letter 
lived in this State formerly. I presume Mr. Timeli- 
er did not intend that I should know the name of the 
writer. ‘ lie had been requested not to give the 
name. The man had written him in consequence 
of the statement he had.sccn in a newspaper. Ho* 
formerly resided in Rhode-lslnnd, and he wrote as 
if the circumstances wero once {piniliar to him. Mr. 
Tliacher called on tne, to preach for me. in the. 
course of that call, 1 inquired ol him relative to the 
statement he had made, and he shewed rue the let- 
ter. The writer assigned as the reason for not hav- 
ing his name made public, that he did not wish to 
get into the excitement. 

Qucs by Mr. Hazard. Did Mr. Thacher intimate 
to you any other facts and circumstances than those 
you have here stated, aboiit the murder? * 

Jins. He stated the conversation between him and 
Mr. Sayles, the same as has been published in the 
papers. I have not heard that Mr. Thacher ever 
made this letter known. 

Ques. by Mr. Simmons. From all you found in 
that letter, and all that Moses Thacher added to it, 
did you oorne to the conclusion and believe that any 
such murder as was by said Thacher, or the writer 
of the letter, hinted at or alluded to, had everbeen 
committed ? 

Am. 1 have not come here to insinuate that the 
Grand Lodge, or any other person, lias committed 
murder 1 have uot come to such a aonclosion. 

Ques. Have you ever before spokon of the facts 
and circumstances here alluded to : have you done 
so frequently and publicly ? 

Ans. Yes : 1 have a number of limes today, and 
before-. 

Ques When you have related these circumstances 
have you expressed an opinion decidedly ? 

Ans. 1 have never expressed an opinion decidedly; 
but I hive had some suspicions and some fears that 
a m urder was committed, and 1 will give my reasons, 

(lues. Will you tell the Committee what those 
fears and suspicions were ? 

Ans. My reasons and suspicious were — in the first 
place, I knew tbo penalty of the masonic obligation 
to be death , in case of revealing the secrets ; and if 
masons thought it right to unuex sueh « penalty, 
they would of course think it right to inflict the 
penalty, as it evidently appeared to me they did, in 
the case of Morgan ; and l think they arc not con- 
sistent unless they do it. These are the reasons for 
my fears and suspicions. 

By Mr. Simmons. Do you consider an anonymous 
letter ought to bo received by any man as evidence 
in relation to so high a charge as murder ; especial- 
ly when the person who shews such a letter, is in 
some degree committed by making the charge, and 
is to be benefitted by the contents of such a letter, 
or the impression it may make ? 

Ans. / should think not. I hdve referred to the 
letter as pioot of the name of the person made a ma- 
son, but never as proof of muider. 

fThe last part of bis answer Mr. Haile has en- 


tirely suppressed in his report, wifli unpardonable 
Unfairness.] 

By Mr. Simmons. Was it not Mr. ThacberY in- 
tention to corroborate or substantiate the charges he 
had made, arid which havo been referred to by you, 
by shewing you this letter ? 

Ans. 1 can't say what his intention was : I asked 
him about his statement, and lie afterwards shewed 
me this letter. In consequence of that inquiry, Mr 
Timelier produced it, in the course of the conversa- 
tion. , 

By Mr. Hazard. Did you and Mr. Thacher havo 
any conversation about the murder itself, and about 
the circumstance^ attending it; and who probably 
committed the murder ? 

Ans. 1 don’t recollect that wo did — the con verna- 
tion soon ended — we were soon called to tea. 

Ques. Did you suppose Mr. Thacher put his 
thumb on the natno in the letter, for the purpose of 
concealing it? 

Ans. I aid : I have no doubt of that. 

Ques. Did you, notwithstanding it was; concealed, 
endeavor to see -the name : what part of it did you 
see ; and was you desirous of seeing the na.mc ? 

Ans. 1 looked at it desigpedly, because 1 was.do- 
sirous of seeing the name, and Bavv the Christian 
name, but can't recollect it: it was not an ordinary 
name — it began with O, something like Orin. 

By the Committee. Did you make' any enquiry 
about this transaction alter this time ? 

Ans. I did uot ; because 1 did hot know where to 
I go. 1 knew if I went to the murderers they would 
| uot tell me. 

Witness took one degree in masonry in Pawtuck- 
et,>in this State ; and renounced it four or five years 
ago, soon after the abduction of Morgan. 

Witness continued a mason about five years. Dur- 
ing that tune, he considered that the penally of vio- 
lating his masonic obligation Was death ; but did not 
reflect seriously upon it. When he did, he renounc- 
ed. He never entered a Lodge after the first time- 

[Mr. Hazard treated this respectable witness with 
great harshness, and gross insult. He took the pa- 
per from Mr. Haile, and wrote down the question# 
and answers to suit himself, continually muttering 
that the witness had come there to charge respecta 
ble witnesses with murder, and he would see tha* 
they were protected. 

Mr. Potter replied with perfect propriety and 
calmness, that he.did nol coino there to accuse any 
person or persons of murder. That Mr. Hazard 
himself had called him, and put questions to him, 
which he had answered, under his oath, to the best 
ot his knowledge and belief. That ho Was not res- 
ponsible to Mr. Hazard or any other man for Ibid 
opinions, the grounds of which he had frankly sta- 
ted, and that he considered himself, entitled as a 
witness, before a committee of the Honorable Leg- 
islature of Rhode Island to decent treatment.] 

Mr. Hazard — in‘ great anger. There is your de- 
position, Sir; it will sjieak for itself. 

Mr. Potter. If it is correctly slated, it is all I wish 
to speak for me. 

Mr. Hazard. Very woll, Sir; we shall see. 

The Committee here adjourned until Saturday 
morning, hi a state of very considerable excite- 
ment, and unusual spirit on the part of tho Chair- 
man. 

Testimony or Caleb Sayles— -28 th Witness. 

Saturday Dee. 17. — [Mr. Sayles cither presented 
himself voluntarily or had been sont for by tho Ma- 
sons, by express, and made his appearance evidently 
for tlie purpose of contradicting Mr. Thacher.] 

Caleb $ayte$ t of_Norlh Wrentham, Mass, a Ma- 
son sworn to answer questions. . ' 

' By the Committee . Have you seen a statement in 
the newspapers, published by Ucv. Moses Tliacher, 
which relates a conversation said to have taken 
place between yourself and him on the alleged mur- 
der of a man in St. Join*’* Hall, and if so, is Uiat 
| statement a correct account. 

[ ins. 1 have seen the account. [01 i? not correct 
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He ha* ail Jed to it. I have published a reply to said | 
Th icher’s statement in the Masonic Mirror, Boston, 
which is correct. 1 never beard the .name of the 
pernoii supposed to have been pui out of the way by 
the Lodge, i am a Freemason. Have taken some- 
thing like 23 or 26 degrees 1 took the three first 
iu Watertown, New York, 1 took alt the other de- 
grees in Uhotie Island, except some ineffable de- 
grees. The statement read to me is the one pub- 
lished in the Mirror, and is substantially true in ev- 
ery respect. I have made inquiries but have never 
been'able to find out the name of the person said to 
have been murdered. I heard during this examina- 
tion that his name was Smith. My brother in law 
Delwin Smith, told me the circumstances about the 
murder, sopie dozen years since. He then lived in 
Watertown, New York. I do not know whether he 
is now living or not. Have not heard from him* 
since 

By Mr. Hazard. At the time ef your conver- 
sation with Mr. Thacher, what reply did he make. 
Did he express any opinion favorable ot unfavorable 
to Masonry, or any belief in the story. Did he 
signify any intention ot leaving the Fraternity ? 

Ans. 1 don't recollect whether Mr. Thacher made 
any reply or not, when 1 made the communication 
.to him, or whether, he expressed any opinion favora- 
ble or unfavorable to Masonry, or intimated any in- 
tention to leave the fraternity. I think he did not, 
for if he had I think 1 should iremember it. I have 
had no conversation with him on this subject, since 
that time. I do not recollect what reply he made if 
any. 

By W. Paine, Jr. What led to this conversa- 
tion, and under what circumstances was it intro- 
duced ? 

Ans. I do not recollect what led to this conversa- 
nation. I and Mr. Thacher were in a chaise togeth- 
er at the time. 

By the same. Did you know that Mr. Thacher 
was a Mason, at the time you made this communi- 
cation to him ? 

Ans. Yes, sir. 

I By the same. What was your motive in making 
this communication ? 

Ans. After a pause — Why to give him informa- 
tion of , that circumstance, connected with the Mor- 
gan affair ! That was my only motive ! 

Ques.- Have you ever assigned any other rea- 
non ? 

Ans . f have not as I recolleet, other (ban as stated 
an my publication. 

J. S. Harris proposed a request in writing, that 
.the questions put by Mr. Thacher to Mr. Sayles, in 
Jiis communication, might be put to the witness. — 
The communication of Mr. T. from the Boston Tel- 
egraph, was then read, containing these queries. — 
The Masonic Mirror was also handed in, and Mr. 
Sayles referred to his reply to these queries. 

Mr. Haile said the reply was a long one. Does 
•it answer these interrogatories ? 

, Witness said it did. It took them into view. 

Mr. Haile asked if that was satisfactory. 

Mr. Harris said be should like to have jjie ques- 
xions put and answered. 

Mr. Hazard complained about giving 'the Com- 
mittee trouble. 

Mr. Sayles said perhaps they had better read his 

.'•a Haile assented and commenced reading, 
when Mr Sayles said that was not the communica- 
tion. 

Mr Hazard became quite angry. He said they 
would put questions that come from the four quarters 
of the globe. 

Mr Harris observed that the questions were be- 
fore him in print. 

Mr Hazard. What sort of a question is that P 
Write it down, Mr. Haile, and annex the newspa- 
per 

The following interrogatories were then put to 


witness, from the Boston Free Press of October 12, 
1831, referring to the story Mr Sayles told to Mr 
Thacher, respecting the rnurdet of a mason in R. 
Island : 

1. Did you relate, the same story to other ini- 
sons, besides members of St. Alban's Lodge ? 

Answer. 1 did relate the same story to other 
members of St. Alban’s Lodge. 

2. Did you, or did you not, as late as the 
Spring of 1829, relate the same story to a masts 
who was not a member of St; Alban’s Lodge ? 

Ans.' In 1828 I did relate the same to a mason 
not a member of St. Alban’s Lodge. 

To eacb of the folio whig interrogatories witness 
replied, “I shall answer that in the negative,” viz. 

3. Did a freemason, who was a Knight Templar^o 
1829, ask you in substance if it was intended tbit 
masonic penalties should be executed, in case th 
oath of secrecy were violated ? and, 

4. Did you give your opinion in. the affirmative’ 

5. Did you give this as a reason, “that masonic 
law was older than civil law ?” 

6 Did you give this mason to understand, that 
you would be willing to assist in executing the 
masonic penalty upon a t violator of his oath of se- 
crecy ? 

7. Did you bring the Grand Lodge of R. Island 
as authority, by relatlng-substantially the same sto- 
ry, with which you say, in 1828, you “had pre- 
cipitately alarmed your brethren ?” 

By the Committee. Did you ansjver the communi- 
cation of Mr. Thacher, containing these interroga- 
tories ? 

Ans. 1 did in the Masonic Mirror of Oct. 12. 

Mr. Halletthere reminded the Committee (hat 
this witness stated he had taken 26 degrees, and an 
opportunity offered of ascertaioipg the oaths of the 
higher degrees, if the Committee wished to devel- 
ops the truth. The Committee evinced no dispo- 
sition to make the inquiry. The following ques- 
tion was handed to them and put: 

Have you ever taken the degree of Illustrious 
Knight of the Cross ? 

Witness wished to have the book to look at— 
Bernard's Light was banded him, and oiler reading 
the oath attentively and a considerable pause, be 
laid it down, saying 'in an under tone, he did not 
know as he liad. The Committee Iqt it pass. The 
oath of this degree contains the obligation to do- 
range the business of a seceding mason, and hold 
him up as a vagabond wherever he may go. Mr 
Sayles had apparently practiced so thoroughly oo 
this principle, in bis treatment ef Mr. Thacher, that 
considerable anxiety was felt to ascertain if be had 
ever taken this oath. The Committee, however, 
discountenanced the inquiry. 

Mr. Hallqtt said, — he had supposed that if anj 
Mason were sworn here, who had gone higher than 
the Knight Templar's degree, the committee would 
of course endeavor to ascertain the oaths of those 
higher degrees. 

The Committee did viot regard the suggestion, 
and the witness was dismissed. 

Testimony of Barney Merry. Past Grand 
Master — [ 29 <A Witness.} 

[Mr; Merry was Grand Master of Rhode Island 
from 1828 to 1831, and was regarded as among th# 
most intelligent and influential masons of the State. 
He may therefore fairly be supposed to be as capa- 
ble of explaining masonic oaths and. principles, as 
any adhering mason can be. We invite' particular 
attention to bis testimony:] 

Mr. Merry was called by Masons for the purpose 
of contradicting the deposition of William Harris, 
viz : that he, Harris, heard Merry say, “ that if 
Morgan had revealed the secrets of masonry, bs 
deserved his fate.” [See ante page 83. 

[Mr Hazard was absent, Mr Simmons presided.] 

Barney Merry , of North Providence, Manufac- 
turer, sworn to answer all such questions as may 
be put to him. 
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By Mr. Haile. Do you recollect (he con versa- , 
(ion imputed to you by William Harris ? 

Jins. Ido not. I have tried, but cannot bring 
any such conversation to my mind. , I never have 
deliberately justified the murder of Morgan, at any 
time to my recollection, or the conduct of those 
masons who were concerned in- that transaction. 

By Walter Paine Jr. Did you not take in the 
Knight Templar’s degree an obligation called the 
fifth libation t If so, is it not considered, and so 
explained by Masons of that degree, to be the seal 
of all your former obligations, administered in the 
institution? 

The witness did ndt answer. The sealed obliga- 
tion was read to him as follows : 

“ This pure wine Intake from this cup, in testi- 
mony of my belief of the mortality of the body, 
and the immortality of the sou), and as the sins 
of thd whole world were laid upon the head of 
our Saviour, so may the sins of the person 
whose skull this ones was , be heaped upon my head 
in addition to my own, and* may they appear in 
judgment against me, both here and hereafter, 
should I violate or transgress any obligation in Ma- 
sonry which 1 have heretofore taken, take at 'this 
time, or may hereafter be instructed in, so help me 
God- Drinks the wine.” ' [See ante page 49.] 

The question as proposed by Mr. Paine, was 
again put to witness, who continued to hesitate. 

At\S. I SHALL* DECLINE .ANSWERING XT ! 

' [Comment. This Past Grand Master had just 
taken the following civil oath : “I swear to make 
true answer to au such questions as may be asked 
me, touching the matter now under investigation, 
so help me God !**] 

By Mr. HaildU Did you take the obligation I 
have read to you ? 

Jins. I did not lake that obligation . . 

[Note the quibble ! Witness first declined to an- 
swer at all. He then denies that he took the obli- 
gqtion, because he and other masons do not consider 
the fifth libation as a masonic obligation. The truth 
of these words is admitted by two preceding wit- 
nesses [see ante pages 49, 65.] 

By. Joseph S. Cooke , present Grand Master and 
successor to the witness. Did you ever take any 
obligation which you thought would conflict with 
your moral or social duties ? 

Ans. I did not. 

By fVm . Harris. Did you not, in this. Court 
House, say to ms, after I had given my evidence 9 
that if you did make such a declaration, it piust have 
been in reference to the oaths in Masonry ? 

Ans. 1 had .aome conversation about your evi- 
dence, and told you I could not recollect any such 
declaration ; that if I ever made it, it must have 
been nnder an excitement, produced by some un- 
reasonable charge against Masons. 

By the same. Have you at any time visited the 
Lodges as Grand Master, to explain the oaths or ob- 
ligations, and induce them not to give up their 
charters ? Please explain the object of suoh visits? 

Ans. I never have visited the lodges for that 
purpose 9 except at the elections. 

[The words in italics Mr. Haile, has suppressed. 

By the same. Have you ever ae Grand Master 
received any Masonic communication from the 
Grand Lodges in other States, or their officers, and 
if so, what was their import ? 

Ans. I never have as an individual. The Grand 
Lodge has never, while I was Grand Master, re* 
ceived any communication, except on the election 
of officers and masonic matters. The communi- 1 
cations are on file and may be seen by the Com- 
mittee. Some of them are very long. 

[Mr. Haile has miarepresented this answer. The 
Committee never took any measures to get at these 
very long communications. A question .was here 
presented in writing, how long the witness had 
been Grand Master. The Committee took no,no- 
tice of it, leaving it to be inferred that Mr. Merry 


was Grand Master during the Morgan outrage.— 
This was not so. He was not Grand Master till 
182$. Richard Anthony was Grand Master in 1826, 
27, and it is worthy remark, that tliongh he lived, 
within four miles, the Committee refhsed two spe- 
cial requests in writing to summon him and exam- 
ine him touching his knowledge of the Morgan 
murder, derived from masonic bodies in New York ! 

B. F . Hallett here handed a question in writing 
to Mr. Haile. Mr. Haile hesiafed. Mr. Simmons 
was then sitting at the stove, at a distance from 'the 
table. Moses Richardson (Treasurer of the Grand 
Encampment) observed tne question, and went and 
spoke to Mr. Simmons, who rose and resumed bie 
seat at the table, and looked at the question. Messrs. 
Simmons, Haile and Sprague were the only mem- 
bers of the Committee present. .Mr. Sprague- 
thought the question ought to be put. Mr. Sim- 
mons objected to the 'first part of it, which was in 
these words : “A charge from Webb's Monitor ha* 
repeatedly been read to seceding Masons, in the 
course of this investigation, by the Committee, at 
the request of Masons 

Mr. Simmons refused to put the question, ff it 
stated that this charge had been read to seceders, at 
the request of Masons. He said he had read these- 
charges himself in the Monitor long ago. * ' 

' B. F. Hallett . That part is not material ; but it le 
a fact that this charge was shown to you by Moses 
Richardson, a mason, and read to seceders, by hi*, 
suggestion, in order to show the excellent princi- 
ples taught by masonry ; and it has been used for 
that purpose. We think, therefore, as it is intro- 
duced to justify masonry, it ought to be explained, 
if it has any bidden meaning. 

W. Paine, Jr. and A. Wilkinson said they had wit- 
nessed ithe fact stated by Mr. Hallett. 

Mr. Simmons appeared at a loss how tq proceed. 
He finally said he bad no idea of putting a question 
that implied a censure of the Committee. 

Mr. Hallett said the truth ought to be no censure ; 
but rather than lose the question, he » ould strike 
out that part of it ; which be did*, and Mr. Simmon* 
passed the question to Mr. Haiie. 

Mr. Haile — addressing the witness. It is request- 
ed that I read to you from the charge to the master,. 
\n Webb’s Monitor. 

Mr. Hallett. I have made n* such request. I 
wish the questions put, as they arestated in writing. 

Thereupon Mr. Haile finally read these formida- 
ble questions, which had been subjected to so many 
objections. The questions were intended to be put 
in succession, the second after the first was answer- 
ed; bot Mr. Haile read them both at onee, as if to 
give the witness ihe benefit of seeing the whole 
ground, and that he might avoid a committal. 

1. Ques. A charge from Webb’s Monitor, page 72, . 
has repeatedly been read, in the 'course of this in- 
vestigation, by the Committee. I n that charge, this 
sentence occurs : — “Be true and faithful and imitate 
the example of that celebrated Artist whom you this 
evening represent Please explain the allusion 
and meaning of this part of said charge, and the na- 
ture end object of the representation there alluded: 
to, with its reference to masonic penalties t 

2. Ques. Please state whether the following in 
strnetion, or the like, oceurs in one of the Lecture* 
of the master mason’s degree referring -to the same- 
representation alluded to in the above charge, ad- 
dressed to the candidate, viz . 


«< Brother A. before we can proceed any farther 
•with you in this solemn ceremony, it will be neces- 
sary lor you to travel, in order to convince the breth- 
ren of your fidelity and fortitude. In the course of 
your travels you may meet with mjianxwho will en- 
deavor to extort from you the secrets of a Master Ma- 
son. Some will go so (hr Br. A. as oven to threatenr. 
to take your lift, but you must be prepared even to 
lay down your life, rather than .to reveal any of thw 
secrets of Freemasonry that hiTe been communien- 
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fed to you ; therefore on you* firm fidelity and for 
titude rest our further favors.” 

Alls. 1 SHALL Dr.rUNK ANSWERING THAT QUES- 
TION ! 

Mr. Sprague , (of the Committee.) Do you de- 
dine answering the whole, or which part of the 
questions ? % • 

Jins. 1 decline answering the whole of it. 

[Mr. Haile objected to writing down these 
questions and answers. He complained that he had 
been put to a great deal of trouble. Mr. Hallett 
'told hint he would save him the trouble by writing 
them himself, rather than they should not go in the 
deposition. Mr. Haile finally assented, and Mr. 
Hallett wrote them on Mr: Haile’* minutes.] 

Present Grand Master (joake, proposed the fol- 
lowing question, which Mr. Simmons put at once, 
without showing it to any one but Air. Haile. 

Do you consider the question as alluding to (hat 
part of tho ceremonies which you do /not con- 
sider material to the public, as a reason why you 
decline answering it? 

Jins. I do. 

Mr, Simmons. You say then that the only reason 
why you decline answering this question, is, that 
the public have no interest in it ? 

" Jins. I do. 

Mr. Haile. Can the masonic signs, ceremonies 
and secrets, in any way, directly or indirectly, af- 
fect the rights or interest of any person, not a Ma*> 
sort ? 

Jins. They cannot, to his injury, so fat as I am 
acquainted, never having had a case of the kind 
over come to my knowledge. 

By B. F. Hallett. If a Mason is required to suffer 
his life to’ be taken rather than have the secrets of 
Maaonry extorted from him, ought he not as a Ma- 
son to suffer imprisonment and death, sooner than 
disclose these secrets, if called upon in a Court of 
Law, and compelled to disclose* them under his 
civil oath ? 

Ans. After a ps use — That is supposing an extreme 
case. I don't know as I can say what a Mason ought 
to do in such a oasc. 

[Comment. Here ie an illustration of the obedi- 
ence to the civil Magistrate taught by Masonry. A 
Grand Master is doubtful whether a Mason ought 
not to suffer imprisonment and fine, as Bruce and 
Whitney and others did, sooner than, testify to the 
• truth, under a civil oath , when required to do so by 
the civil magistrate , provided that civil oath enjoins 
upon him the disclosure of any secrets of Mgsons, or 
of Masonry, which he has sworn ever to -conceal 
“and never reveal ! The principle goes the whole 
length of making Masonic law superior to civil 
law. Mr. Haile saw this dilemma of the Grand 
Master, and came to his aid with the following lead- 
ing question.] 

Mr. HaUe. Can you conceive of any possible case 
in which it would be the duty of a Court to require 
a Mason to reveal his Masonic secrets or in which 
a refssal to make such disclosure could affect the 
rights or interests of any person, not a Mason ? 

To these words thus put into the mouth of the 
witness would be of course answered Mo. 

[Here we again have the assumption that a Ma- 
sonic witness, and not a Court of law, is to be the 
Judge of what questions it is proper for him to ans 
wer as a Mason, in such Court !] 

B. F, Hallett. But suppose a jury should be ob- 
jected to in a trial, on a charge that Masonic signs 
had pasaed between him and the party, or that he 
could not stand impartial with his masonic oath, might 
it not be necessary to call upon Masonic witnesses 
. to testify what these signs and oaths were, in order 
to prove that they had beau uped in this case, or 
would bias the ioror ? Under such circumstances 
would a Mason be justified in withholding this im- 
portant evidence from the Court ? 


Ans. That is an evtremt case. I know nothing 
about what a person might do. It would be left to I 
the individual to decide. 1 cannot tell what a per- 
son might do in such a case. 

E. F. Hallett. What would yon do ? 

Witness — ratheT angrily. If the gentleman wishes 
to draw any thing out of me, derogatory to the prin- 
ciples qf mc-sonry , he will find himself mistaken! 1 
.By Grand Chaplaid Frieze. If satisfied that ma- 
sonic secrets conflicted with- the duties ot a good 
citizen, would not your obligations and charges, as * 
you understand them* require ot you to give Up those 
secrets in obedience to your civil oath ? 

Ans. They would. 

[It was here suggested that this witness had be- 
fore sworn that his masonic obligations never could 
conflict with his civil duties; and of course he nev- 
er could be “ satisfied ,” as a mason, that he ought 
to Obey his civil oath, if It required him to disclose 
what he had masonically sworn not to reveal.] 

By 2?. F. HaU*tt. You appear to be quite certain 
that masonic secrets cannot affect those who are not 
masons. 

If a mason, in a trial, were to give the masonic 
sign of distress to a masonic juror, and that juror be 
induced thereby to favor him as a brother mason, in 
preference to the opposite party, not a mason, would 
not this secret of masonry, in stich a case, affect the 
rights of those who are not masons ? 

Ans. That, Sir, is a curious kind of a question. 

No juror, .wbo was an honest man, would receive 
i such a sign. 

- Question by the same . But may not Masonic | 
signs and secrets be used by bad men, as a medi- 
um of communication and concert, dangerous to 
the rights of those who are not Masons? 

Ans. A bad man might do a great many things. 

B . F. Hallett. Are not .many masons bad men? 
That does not answer the question. 

Witness. Well, Sir, I think not, if they acted on 
the principles of Masonry. 

Mr. Haile. Have you ever known such a case? 
Witness. My answer is, Sir, that so far ns I am 
acquainted, they never have. 1 do not know what 
might be done by bad men. 

Jwr. Sprague, (of the Committee.) That is not 
an answer to the question. It is a very plain one. 

* Mr. Simmons. Yqu said before, that they could 
not upon the principles of Masonry. Was not that j 
your meaning? , 

Ans. Yes, that was my meaning. 

Mr. Haile . Then you say you think that Masons 
could not use the secrets and signs in that way, and 
act upon the principles of Masonry . Is that your 
meaning? 

Ans. It is. 

Mr. Sprague. Is not this ' principle taught in 
Masonry, to suffer death rather than disclose the 
secrets? 

Ans. It is not. 

Jlfr. Sprague. You say so in the Grand Lodge 
Address. 

Witness , after a pause. I should wish to amend 
that- answer. "TAe words of the obligation make 
use of that, but as to the principles of Masonry in- 
culcating such a thing , I do not So understand itJ' 
Question from A. Wilkinson. Would not a meson, 
on trial, have secret means of comnfanication with 
a masonic judge or juror, which one not a mason 
could not have ? 

Ans. I SHALL DECLINE ANSWERING THAT QUES- 
TION ! ' 


[A mason here spoke to the witness In a low voice. 
Witness thereupon said, “I should prefer answer- 
ing that question, I think.” He then added, “ I 
never knew any such case.it would not be likely to 
occur.”] 


[Mr. Haifa' has made this witness say, in answer 
to the question whether masonry teaches to suffer 
death rather than disclose its secrets, (< such a prin- 
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s|pl« m not at alt taught in masonry-” (Sea page 
35 » Hailes’ minutes.) Mr. Merry haa involved 
himself in a most extraordinary contradiction here, 
tie swears that no such principle as this is inculcat- 
ed by Masonry, to suffer death rather than disclose 
Masonio secrets. In June, 1831, the Grand Lodge 
of R. I. published an Address to the people, which 
is signed Barney Merry, Grand Master. It is to 
be inferred, that Mr. Merry read this address, be- 
fore signing it. It contains the following} page 5. 

•• No penalty recognized by a Mason, involves 
any other principle than that of self-devotion. The 
instance .of John A. Custos may serve as a noble 
example. The cruel tortures of the * Spanish In- 
quisition were insufficient to extort from him the 
secrets of Masonry. He would have suffered death 
as an honorable man, rather than violets his integ- 
rity. This every mason, and we add every man, 
is in honor bound to do. A mason, like a Christ! in, 
promises to be faithful unto death , but gives no 
right to take his life for infidelity.'* 

To the same point is the charge from Webb’s 
Monitor, page 72 which this aaine witness admit- 
ted tot be correct^ viz: 1 Be true and faithful, and 
imita e the example of that celebrated Artist whom 
yon this evening represent.’ This Artist was Hi- 
ram A biff, who suffered death, as Masonry teaches, 
rather than disclose the secrets of Masonry. Grand 
Master Merry had enacted this resurrection farce 
perhaps an hundred times, to teach a Master Mason 
that he should suffer death rather than disclose the 
secrets of Masonry; and yet on his civil oath be 
swears, that U such a principle is not at all taught 
in Masonry !'\ 

In August, 1831, Barney Merry signed a second 
Ad dross, of the R. I. Grand Lodge to the people. 
He these says, 14 the trne form is, " binding iny- 
self to suffer , thus and so, rather than 1 would vio- 
late, &c.” “ It is so understood in all our Lodges.” 

Again. u A mason is understood as pledging 
himself to be faithful to his trust, even to death.” 

And yet, swears this same Grand Matter, whose 
signature is placed to the above declarations, “ such 
a principle is not at all taught in masonry /’ Can 
there be presented a more palpable and direct con- 
tradiction ? Such is the influence of the “ principles 
taught in masonry” upon the minds of men who 
pass in society for upright, respectable and unim- 
peachable citizens !] 

Testimony or Henry Lord. — 29th Witness. 

I have taken something like fifteen or sixteen de- 
grees. The higher degrees I took in Norwich, Con. 
of J. L. Cross. I took the degrees in regular order 
to Royal Arch ; I was then made a Select and Roy- 
al Master, Ferfect Master, Roman Eagle, and Med- 
iteranaan Pass. 

Question by the Committee. Do you recollect the 
conversation with Mr. J. A. Kent, relative to justi- 
fying the murder of Moqgan ? 

Ans t He bore upon me one day quite hird, in re- 
lation to the subject, and I thought it deserved a 1 
reply, because 1 had found out that said Kent was 
an antimason.' I told him he did not know that Mor- 
gan was dead; and if he bad been murdered that it 
was done by low masons; but I never uttered the 
expressions attributed to me by Kent. I cannot re- 
member the conversation alluded to, so as to state it. 

By High Prieet Cranston. Has not said Kent 
ppent most of bis time in abusing masons ? 

Ans. His whole theme was abuse. 

In answer to a question from J. S. Harris,— 

At the time I took tho degree of Mediterranean 
Pass; I took it with the officers ot Com. Decatur’s 
•hip. At that time we were at war with the Alge- 
rines, and this pass it was thought, would benefit 
those who might fall into' their hands. I do no 4 
know how it would benefit them. It appeared to 
be the object of the degree to get released fiom 
prison, should I be so situated. 

Grand Matter Cooke here said, it would be ben- 


eficial to soften the barbarous treatment towards 
prisoners. 

The Committee made no inquiries, as to the hlgli- « 
er degrees the witness had taken. 

Note.’ 

In a former partof this Report allusion hasj>een 
made to the tin warrantable proceeding of the mu- * 
jority of the Committee, in permitting Masonic wit- 
nesses to take the interrogatories home with them, 
and write out at their leisure, such answers as they 
might think best calculated to evade a thorough ex- , 
amination. This proceeding U the more excep- 
tionable, from the partial relation in which these « 
witnesses stood, they being, in fact,. parties to ths 
inveatiga ion, and their personal reputation, as .well 
as the reputation of Masonry, depending npon their 
answers. Under such circumstances, it was not 
in human nature to avoid taking advantage, of ths 
peculiar privilege extended to them, of arranging 
their answers by consultations among themselves, 
and exerting all their ingenuity to evade making 
any disclosures that would implicate the Institu- 
tion or themselves. The benefits of a cross exam- 
ination and unpremeditated answers to- questions, 
were thus entirely lost to the public. No sueh 
privilege was extended to the witnessee who testi- 
fied against the Institution. They were required 
to answer aU'sorts of questions upon the spur of lbs 
moment, without deliberation or consultation. 

-Neither were the majority of the Committee sat- 
isfied with even this partiality to Masonic witnesses. 

In several instances they have admitted into their 
published minutes, letters , from Masons without 
any formality of oaih attatched to them. In others 
they have allowed a Mason to give bis deposition, 
and to interlard it with affidavits, ‘taken by his sug- 
gestion from other adhering Masons. Unattested,, 
certificates ef pretended charitable disiributions 
have also been published, without any explanation 
or authentication, while, at the same time, ths 
Committee resolutely refused to make, any inquiry 
into the amount of -funds, and the appropriation of 
those funds. 

In one instance, the majority of the Committee 
have gone even further than this., Abraham Wil- 
kinson and William Harris, two unimpeachable 
witnesses, testified to certain threats made by Sam- 
uel E. Gardner, Master "of a Lodge, to deter Mr 
Wilkinson from giving his countenance to ihe es- 
tablishment of an Antimasonic Press. (Ante pp. 

33, 34.) This Mr. Gardner was present at the time 

one or both of these witnesses gave their testimony, 

and on the last day of the examination, he was in 

the room where the investigation was going on, : 

for several hours. Every member of the Commit v | 

tee knew hirn, and several, if not all'of them, con- ! 

versed with him. Yet no attempt was made to put 

him under oath, nor was be asked publicly for any I 

explanation of the testimony against him. *j 

The inference of course, was that he could neith- J 

er deny or explain it. Nevertheless, we find in 
the published report of Mr. Hazard's investigation, .j 

p. 33, a formal letter from this same Samuel B* 

Gardner, without date, addressed 41 to the honorable 
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Committe 9 , &c. for the purpose of investigating the 
charges against Freemasonry.’’ The letter com- 
mences thus : “Gentlemen, I should not presume 
to -trouble you, were it not for the fact, that Dry 
name has been made use of by Messrs. Wilkinson 
end Harris, in their examination before you, in 
Providence. That only unust bfe my apology for 
trespassing on your time, by stating the converse-' 
lion I had with, them.” 

' Now as the examination of Messrs. Wilkinson 
and Harris had not been published, it is evident 
that Mr. Gardner must either have heard it, or that 
It was handed to him by the Committee in order to 
get him to draw up some counter statement. He 
did not veb, tore “to trouble the Committee" with a 
statement on oath, which he might have made 
with half the trpuble he wrote this letter. Even 
this statement, prepared evidently so as to evade 
the responsibility of an oath, and at the same time 
enable the Committee to use it as contradictory 
testimony,, does not deny, but confirms the threat. 
Mr. Gardner admits that when Mr. Wilkinson in- 
formfed him he had subscribed to the stock of a 
free press, he, Gardner, told him "it was the worst 
business he ever undertook, and that he could not 
discover the hand that might injure him, or words 
to that import" Mr. Gardner adds; “Mr. Wilkin- 
son said in reply, greatly agitated, My God ! aiu I to 
h^ve my throat cut, and I not know it?" This re- 
ply shows how Mr. Gardner’s threat was under- 
. stood, and how he meant it should be received, 
for he says in his letter, the conversation here 
ended. - r 

Such are the subterfuges te which an honor- 
ble Committee of an honorable Legislature have 
resorted, to palliate and explain away the force of 
the testimony they were compelled to record against 
Masonry. 

On the one hand, in favor of Masonry, we find 
them furnishing witnesses with interrogatories to 
answer in writing at their leisure, andpublishing 
letters and explanations not under oath, as if they 
constituted a part of the testimony. On the other 
band, we find them suppressing some of the most 
essential parts of.the testimony of Masons and Anti- > 
masons, against the Institution, misrepresenting 
their answers, and refusing to publish in their mi- 
nutes the deposition of Jarvis F. Hanks, regular- 
ly sworn to before a magistrate, declaring that he 
was present at Jerusalem Chapter No. 8, New 
York, when it was voted to pay $600 out of its 
funds, for the ieliefof the kidnappers of William 
Morgan ! (Ante p. 26.) The committee also refus- 
ed to publish the communication made to them by 
William Sprague, Esq. setting forth the allegations 
against Masonry, and the iacts and evidence by 
which they could be sustained. 

We take no pleasure in presenting this evidence, 
of the utter violation of every principle of fairness 
and impertiglity, which governed the proceedings 
of this Committee, but it is due to the public that 
they should be made known.. If the Committee, 
or either of them, will deny a single allegation 
made. in this report, touching their course of pro- 


ceedings, they shall be met, la any fbrm in which 
the truth can be tested, and by individuals, in 
all respects as responsible, and as much entitled to 
credit as themselves. 

We have now gone through with the testimony 
of every witness examined before the Committee 
in their investigation at Providence, from the 7th 
to the 17th of December. At the close of the ex- 
amination, on Saturday evening, about 10 o'clock, 
Mr. Hazard made an attempt to exhibit a show of 
fairness, by stating that the Committee would meet 
again at Newport, aiid if any questions had been 
omitted, which were at all important, they siiou Id 
then be put. This, however, was impossible, as 
Mr. If. well knew, because the witnesses to whom be 
had refused to put questions, were residing 30 miles 
from Newport, and would not be present at the ex- 
amination there ; and further to prevent the possi- 
bility of any attempt to urge the rejected quqstiona 
at Newport, Mr. Hazard, (without any consultation 
with Mr. Sprague, one of the Committee) 'caused 
a notice to ibe published in the newspapers of Mon- 
day, December 19th> signed by himself as Chair- 
man of the Committee, in whioh he states that the 
Committee would meet at Newport , on the 25th 
^nst. when they would examine the witnesses sum- 
moned before them, on all matters, except those re- 
lating to the forms , ceremonies , secrets and myste- 
ries of Freemasonry 1 In other words, he would 
examine the witnesses upon such matters as they 
chose ! After this annunciation, ho fnrther attempt 
was made to get at the truth, beyond an attendance 
on the part of Mr. Turner at Newport, as some 
check upon the gross partiality openly exhibited by 
Mr. Hazard throughout the whole proceedings. ' 

The investigation at Newport was held by Mr. 
Hazard alone, with the occasional presence of Mr 
Cornell. Another private and exparte examination 
was made by Mr. Huile, of masons in Warren, R. I. 
A third (notified in sucb a manner as to escape the 
observation of Mr. Sprague, one of the Committee) 
was held in Providence, by Mr. Simmons, alone. 
The object of most of these e^minations was mere- 
ly to receive written dissertations drawn up by ma- 
sons, in favor of their institution, substituting their 
own ©pinions for facts. The only examination en- 
titled to be consideied regular, is that taken before 
the Committee at Providence, as above reported. 
The minority examinations were all ^informal, and 
not entitled to equal consideration. There are, how- 
ever, several important points established and de- 
veloped, in those examinations, a summary of whieb 
will be presented, as ata appendix to this report, 
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EXAMINATION AT NEWPORT, 

TMr. Hazard, Chairman of the Committee, held an 
I n formal examination alone, at Newport, with the 
occasional attendance of Mr. Cornell, another of 
the Committee, which was continued from Dec. 31 
to January 7th.' It chiefly contested of written 
dissertations, furnished by Masons in answer to 
questions which Mr. Hazard permitted them to take 
privately, together with the examination of the 
Providence Masons, the answers to which were 
agreed upon in a regular Lodge meeting previous 
to their being handed in to the Committee ! Such 
concerted and premeditated evidence, cannot he en- 
titled to muclucredit, as a fall development of fects 
It consisted chiefly oF a mere echo to the answers 
ma le by the Providence Masons, with some excep- 
tions. 

George Turner attended the investigation at 
Newport, and attempted ta elicit the truth, bat was 
met with the same obstacles and insult Mr. Hazard 
had dealt so largely In, at Providtnce. An abstract 
of the testimony is taken from nates by Mr. Turner. 

Wednesday t December 21 . 

TESTIMONY OF NICHOLAS G. *BOSS K ESq. 

Mr. Boss is a Counsellor at Law, and Past Master 
of a Lodge. Has gone as high as Royal Master. 
He testified as follows : 

The written oaths, as read to him are correct, 
except as followa. In the Entered Apprentice’s 
penalty, the words were added to the oath as taken 
by me, 44 ere l would divulge the secrets^ about to 
be committed to me,” and the like words were in the 
other penalties, as I took them. Also, after injury 
to myself, 4< or those who have a prior claim to my 
benevolence.” ill the Master’s obligation, these 
words were used, whenever 1 have heard it admin- 

" i will keep the secrets of a Master Mason, when 
communicated tojne, murder and treason excepted, 
AND THAT TO BE LEFT TO MY OWN DISCRETION.” 

•< I will apprise of all approaching danger,” was 
not in my Master’s obligation-” 

The Patf Master’s obligation binds, “not to wrong 
the Lodge, over which 1 may be called to preside, 
ner see it wronged by others, if in my power to 
prevent It.” In this obligation I was sworn to ap- 
prise the Lodge of all approaching danger. 

i have heard the Master’s oath administered, to 
hold myeelt amenable to any part of the obligation 
omitted, when informed ot the sanie ; but this was 
only when the Master did not feel confidentihat he 
cbuld recollect the whole obligation. 

1 When I was placed in a situation to receive the 
obligation, the person presiding said , 

44 You are now iti a situation to receive the obli- 
gation of an entered apprentice, which all others 
have done, who have gone this way before you. It 
contains nothing contrary to religion, morality, or 
the law* of your country, but is founded on faith, 
hope and charity.” 

In the Royal Arch Oath , the words were used, 
“ will not ehed the blood of a R. A. Mason in 
anger,” instead of 44 unlawfully,” as given in the 
manoscript oath, by the Providence Masons. 

I never heard- the word u omnific” used. I pro- 
mised to not repeat the R. A. word, except in the 
manner I received it. The manner was then ex- 
plained to me, and / did not consider the txplana • 
turn as part of the oath !+ 

Question by Geo. Turner. Was the explanation 

S iven before the oath was completed, and if so how 
o you separate it from the oath ? 

Answer, The person presiding would state the 
‘manner, and the candidate did not repeat this ex- 
planation, but it was given at ter the words except 
as 1 shall receive it. 

[Note. Neither does thu candidate repeat the 
aplanation m it is ealled, preceding the Entered 
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Apprentice’s Oath. How convenient, maionic con- 
struction is ! When a Mason is told that his oath is 
not to interfere. With religion or politics, he assures 
us that explanation is a part of the oath, and 
equally binding; but the explanation of the man- 
ner of giving the R. A. word made in the midst of 
his oath, he swears is no part of that oath ? In the 
first case, it helps to cover over the enormity of 
the oaths now they are revealed ; therefore, it is 
to be construed as a part of the oath ! Jn the lat- 
ter case, if admitted to be a part of the oath, the 
witness would be required to disclose it, therefore 
lie construes this explanation to be no part of *his 
oath !] 

44 The words whether lie be right or wrong, were* 
not used in any Lodge or Chapter 1 have been in 
I never have heard the Words, 44 murder and treason 
not excepted,” and I don’t believe any oilier mason 
ever did. When I took the degree of Royal Arch 
Mason, I promised to keep the secrets ofaR.A L 
Mason , knowing them to be such $ but mtirder and 
i treason were excepted, and they left to my own elec- 
tion. I have been present in, Chapters in New York 
Philadelphia and this town, and never heatd 41 mur- 
der and treason not excepted.” 

rjj^The Providence Masons handed in the Roy* 
al Arch oath without a single word relating to 
keeping secrets, and swore it was all the oath 
though they admitted, on cross examination, thaf* 
they were bound to keep a R. A. Mason’s secrets. 
The Newport Masons swore that this obligation ta 
keep all secrets of a Royal Arch, at their discretion, 
was always in the oath /] 

44 1 could not repeat any single degree of knight- 
hood” . , " . 

Question as to the 5th libation, and drinking wine 
out of a skull ? ' 

Ans. Nbne such was ever Used to ms, and I have 
never bees in an Encampment since. I took that 
degree in presence of Rev. Mr. Mudge, and others. 
No such ceremony was used at the. lihie, and no 
such words In any ceremony of initiation I aver 
took. In the Knight Templar’s obligation, the words 
4t without reservation, s^lf evasion, .mental reser- 
vation,” &c. I think were used, and in several de- 
grees of Knighthood, which, by the .by, we never 
considered any \>art of Masonry. Refers to Webb, 
208. 1 never beard such an expression, as when 

or until the last trump, shall sound. 

[The Providence Masons all swore to this expres- 
sion in the Knight of the Red Cross.] 

What do you consider the secrete of masonry ? 

Ans. I feel bound, as a good citizen .and a good 
mason, to answer all questions. I consider the way 
in which masons know each other as the secret of 
masonry; but how they know 1 do not feel at liberty 

1 ° - , . . 

Mr Hazard. If any person wished to know how 
masons shake hands, they are not on this Committee. 

Witness. There are certain ways in which aue ma- 
son can know anotbei — certain signs, token«,words r 

Hazard. I suspect it is not so now— you have 
been obliged to adopt a check word. 

Witness ■>. JVo Sir, we have not f 
[This is in direct contradiction of the Providence 
masons.] , 

In answer to a question respecting superiority of 
civil or masonic obligation, witness says— I shunto 
have obeyed my civil and moral obligations, if they 
came in conflict ; but I do hot consider that my n»a 
sonic obligations could ever , come in conflict with 
my religious, moral, or civil ones, but always 
strengthen them; 

[Note. This same Mr. Boss, will be seen at 
the close oi his testimony, had plutnply refpsed 
one year beford, to answer question*, whon under 
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•ivii oath, as a witness, which interfered with his 
maaohic oaths !] 

Witness has visited three master mason’s lodges 
in New York, and a chapter in New York, in 1822, 
Philadelphia in 1833, and soma in Baltimore, and 
believes the [ceremonies, practices, and obligations 
to be the SAME as those used in Newport ! I con- 
aider masonry a ebaritabfersociety, and designed to 
discuss the mutual concerns of freemasons. 

In answer to question whether it is not the cus- 
tom to receive ifito the lodge*, as a visiting brother, 
all masons net expelled from their respective lodges, 
witness replies — Yes ! Those whom we know to be 
unworthy , We reject, 

. Ques. by <Mr Turner . If convicted of crime, 
would yon reject them, though not expelled ? 

Am The Lodges where they belong will in- 
vestigate the charges, and if found true will expel 
them ! The lodges never pass votes of censure as a 
prohibition upon masons, until they are at first dealt 
with by their own Ledge ! 

Ques. Has your Lodge or Chapter ever passed 
any resolution disapproving of the murder of Mor- 
gan r by masons ? l 

Ans. We have never taken any order about it. 

1 NEVER BELIEVKD THE MASONS HAD ANT THING 
JTO DO WITH IT ! 

[OlT* T ruly an enlightened man !] j 

Ques* Did you ever hear a mason justify the ab- 
duction or killing of Morgan ! 

Ans. I never beard any mason justify or palliate 
it, admitting it had been done by masons ! If it had 
been done, no people would have been more willing 
to have ferrttted it out than masons would. [£/”As 
for example, the witnesses who refused to' testify, 
the Chapter that voted $500 to the abductors, and 
the Grand Lodge, who appropriated $1000, for the 
relief Of the Western safferera! !] 

Ques. Is there a chain of communication be 
tween the lodges in this Stale and the lodges of 
other States and between the order in this country 
and of other countries or any of them ? 

Ans . The Lodges communicate to the Grand 
Lodge of the state in which they are located, and 
each Grand Lodge communicates with the others. 

I know of no communication between them and for- 
eign countries. There is a Gen. Chapter and a Gen 
G. Encampment, but having no communication to 
ray knowledge with foreign countries. I know of 
no connexion between (he higher Masonic orders, 
(so called ) and those in Europe or elsewhere. The 
Masonic fraternity in this country are not subject to 
one common head or power t 
[Mr Wilkinson swore they were. See Ante page 
47, and the Constitutions stty the same.] 

Question by G. Turner. Does not a mason make 
a sign on entering and leaving a lodge* indicating a 
part of the penalty oi that particular degree ? 

Ans. They do not, only a mark of obeisance to 
thb master. 

Ques. If Freemasonry is only a charitable society, 
why have they so many degrees, and so much se- 
oresy, not only from others but from themselves? 
Ans. I do not know. 

By G. Turner. Can you not, as a Mason, com- 
municate with a judge, juror or officer in Court, 
who are Masons ? 

Ans. I can make myself known to a Mason, as 
being a Mason at any tune. 

Ques. Are you bound bj oath, to support the 
Grand Lodge ? ' 

Ans . I am a member of the Grand Lodge, being 
a Past Master of St. John’s Lodge No. 1, and am 
bound by no other oath, than that taken in my in- 
duction to the office of Master, which is similar to 
the Past Master. 

By G. Turner. Is every Mason, itfa Lodge, re- 
quired to make the Masonic signs of each degree, 
before the Lodge is declared to be opened on that 
degree ! 


Witness refuses to answer this question! [buthag 
considers his civil oaths superior to his Mmi 


you a witness, in the cuj 


oaths, so A* says.] 

By Mr Hazard. Were 


of Bateman Monroe, ajuror, objected to on accraij 
of being a Mason, in November, 1830, and did ] 
decline answering questions, and if so why? 

Ans. I was called as a witness in that case, ; 
entered the court room without knowing the qt 
tion on trial. I wad enquired of by B. Haxard,Eiqt| 
state the obligations, and declined doing it. Mes^ 
Pearce and Turner then required me to read < 
obligations as printed in Bernard’s book, *nd if 
the difference if any. I did read it, and immtik . 
ly refused , plumply to answer or explain the dijt* 
ence ; because / considered the question as an ii 
pertinent and unauthorized one , not holding myst 
bou^d to answer individuals in such matters ; b 
always to be subject to the constituted authorities ! , 
By the same. Did the eourt require yon tons 
wer— did they find any fault with you for not n»l 
wering? - I 

Ans. I did not consider the court as requiring ns 
to answer the questions, and no fanlt has been found 
in relation thereto. If I bad committed a contempt 
of court, I should have been fined, imprisoned or 
reprimanded, which was not done. 

NOTE. 

[ICPTo show how strangely this witness confn- 
diets facts, and to prove the superior force of bis 
masouic over bis civil obligations, wa subjoin t 
certified report of the case alluded to, which oc- 
curred at the November Term, 1830 of the Court 
of Common Pleas for Newport County, R. I. In 
the case of R. Shaw vs. John C. Borden, Mewra. 
George Turner and Dutee J. Pearce, counsel for 
PI ft. objected to Bateman M unroe, one of the jury, 
on the ground that M unroe and Borden, being 
Freemasons, and Shaw not a Mason, the juror wii 
under masonic oaths incompatible with his civil 
oath to decide impartially between the partiei.- 
Mr. B. Hazard was counsel for Borden. The point 
was argued, and four of the five Judges decided 
that the juror was disqualified, and must come off. 
We now quote from the published report of that 
case.] 

“ Nicholas G. Boss, a distinguished Mason, was 
next svror.n. He was asked by Mr. Hazard if tiie 
oaths as. stated in Bernard's Light on Masonry, 
were truly the obligations taken by Masons, in the 
three first degrees. 

Ans. (after hearing them read,) No, they are 
not. 

By the same. What part of then® do you deny, 
or do you deny them wholly ? 


Ans. I deny them wholly 
Mr. Pearce. What particular part of these oalhi 
do you deny to be correct ? 

Ans. The whole of them, except that some word* 
in both are the same. 

By the same. What words are they ? 
ins. Why such words as “of,” and "and" tid 
“the.” 

By the same. Will you state in terms, the obli- 
gations of Masons as you have taken or know them? 

Ans. I do not think I shall. I do not feel myself 
at liberty to do so. That is a masonic affair sUo- 
gether ! 

By the same. If I read these obligations to ywb 
sentence by sentence, will you show me in what 
respect they differ ? 

Ans. If you expect that of me, I consider my 
being called here, as a witness, an insult, and might 
as well at once decline all further answer. 

The Court said Mf. Pearce's question was a pro * 
per one 

[Here is a singular development of Masonic ve- 
racity ! Mr. Boss, as a witness in Court, in No- 
vember, 1839, denied the whole of the oaths of tbs 
three first degrees in Bernard, except and and thb» 
and of. In December, 1831, ho swore that ths oaths 
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written out by the Providence Masons (which are 
almost Terbatim the same as the oaths of the throe 
first degrees in Bernard,) were correct, except sev- 
eral additions which he made y conforming the eaths 
still mors to Bernard’s ! He also refused in 1 1830 
to obey his civil oath in preference to bis Masonic 
oath, though the-Court declared he was bound, to 
answer the questions, and would have punished him 
for contempt, had Mr. Pdarce (who was his brqther 
in law,) insisted upon his answering. And jet, in 
1S31, the Masons of Providence declare that the 
oaths, which Mr. Boss so “ plumply” refused to ex- 
plain, were never considered a part of Masonic se- 
crets ! !1 . 

As a Toucher of the correctness of the report 
above quoted, we cite the certificate of Joseph 
Childs, Chuf Justice of the Court before , which 
the case was tried. 

“The undersigned has read and carefully- exam- 
ined the report of the challenge of Bateman Mun- 
ro, as a juror, published in the JEL Island American 
of the lt>th,aud ie persuaded, from his own recol- 
lections, that it presents a nearly correct outline of 
the case, and that no material fact or argument is 
omitted. The peiots made, are truly stated, and 
the substance of the argument, and the testimony 
of the witnesses, nearly word for word. 

JOSEPH CHILDS. 
Portsmouth, Nov. 19, 1830. 

Nine persons, all adhering masons, were called, 
and several swore to the correctness, of the deposi- 
tion made by Nicholas G. Boss, so far os thsir know- 
ledge extended, said deposition haviug been exam- 
ined by them, and the answers agreed upon, in a 
regular Lodge Meeting the night previous, by an 
arrangement with Mr. Hazard ! — 

Staph*]* A. Robinson Royal and Select Master. 
He does not recollect the Royal Arch obligation to 
keep a brother companion's secrets, precisely as Mr. 
Boss states it, but has beard it so given sometimes 
in our chapter. In other respects agrees to the 
deposition. 

Peleg Clarke , of eight degrees, and Stephen Ca • 
boons, of three degrees, assent to the deposition. 

Mr. Cahoone at first denied several clauses which 
were in the Providence oaths, before he had heard 
them read, whereupon Mr. Hazard undertook to 
explain the difference between the oaths m Provi- 
dence and Newport, apparently to apprize the wit- 
ness (who had not been present at the Lodge 
meeting,) of what had been testified by the prece- 
ding witness. 

Henry Hudson , Royal Arch Mason, had heard the 
oathe and Boss’s deposition read last evening (at 
the Lodge meeting) and agrees to the truth of them 
substantially. 

[While this witness was under examination, 
George Tamer asked a question, relative to a pro- 
posed assanlt on the person of Dr. Case, a se- 
ceding mason. Mr. Hazard refused to put down 
the answer, in witness’s words, substituting bis 
own, which witness says is satisfactory. Mr. Tur- 
ner here stopped asking questions, for what use 
could it be, if the answers were to be Mr. Hazard’s 
and not the witness's.] 

James R. Gardner and John Stanhope , Master 
vfasons, swear to Boos's deposition. 

Stephen T. Wortham , a Master Mason, made in 
Carolina, 42 years ago, swears to the same, but 
. s no recollection of phraseology. 

By G. Tumor , Do you swear that the substance 
d principles of the oaths, include penalties as 
ell as promises ? 

Ans. I have no recollection of phraseology. Ido 
tot consider the penalty as any part of the obliga- 
tion! I have no recollection of the penalties being 
there, and if 1 bad, should not consider .it any part 
of the obligation ! 

By the same. Did you not swear to submit to 
some penalty, at well at to perform your promises, 
at the time you took each of the oaths ? | 


A ns. I have no recollection of the oaths*at all 1 
[[prand yet he swore Mr. Boss gave them correct- 
ly!] I never submitted to „ any such penalty— L 
do not think I did — No' I did not ! 

Jeremiah N. Potter, and John G. Whitehorae al- 
so assent to the deposition of Mr. Boss. 

Testimony or Bateman Munro. 

[This witness was the juror who was challenged, 
on acconnt of his Masonic oaths, in the case of 
Shaw vs Barden, before the Court of Common 
Pleas in Newport. (See ante page 72.) Tho Court 
decided that a person Who had taken the oaths- 
there proved f which were, the same in substance 
as proved in this investigation) could not stand im- 
partial between a Mason, and one not a Mason, and 
must come off the jury. The correctness ef this 
decision Can not be doubted after examining' the 
views which this man entertains of Masonic obliga- 
tions. Munro is a respectable man, and really 
thought he was doing Masonry great service, by 
avewing the advantages that might be derived from 
it, in the manner he has desenbed* He has so 
declared, after he had given the deposition. 

Bateman Munro , ef Portsmouth, in the County of 
Newport, being solemnly sworn, testifies as fol- 
lows : I am a Masohsff three degrees. Took the 
first in Charleston, S. Carolina, forty years ago, the 
others in St. Alban’s Lodge, Bristol R. 1. 

By request of G. Turner. Have yon ever said that 
Masonry has been of little use to yon as a Farmer, 
but that while you went to sea and traded, you 
found it of great service ? ITso please explain in 
what manner. 

Ans. Masonry has been of use to me in foreign 
countries, in Spain, in France, and in England. 

From the same. In what manner did yon find it 
serviceable ? 

Ans 1 have entered ports, since 1 have been 
ship Master, and would show myself as a Mason, 
so as to get information what the markets were, 
what I could do, and what 1 could not, so as to 
make my owners a good voyage. 1 have been 
favored by Port Officers oil account of my being a 
Mason, and have been aided and assisted in smug- 
gling goods , by m aking myself known as a Mason, 
and have been introduced to the Bishop and Gov- 
ernor, iu the Spanish dominions — but never in 
this country — The Custom House officers, and even 
the ' Governor himself, have been aiding me in so 
doing,* and the Bishop also. / have been for four 
years and upwards , sailing out of this State , with 
a memorandum from them (the Governor and 
Bishop) of contraband articles , to bring them , 
making three or four voyages a year, and nevtr 
paid any duties on them! James D’Wolf and my 
other owners were benefitted by it. This was trans- 
acted in the port of Havana, in the Island of Cuba. 

I have, through Masonry , always derived great 
benefit to my owners and myself, in foreign coun- 
tries, and nave- always turned my masonry to ac- 
count— made use of my masonry fir that purpose ! 
[Note. Let any honest man say , if such a man ought 
to decide a canie as a juror, between a mason and 
one not a mason ? And yet the Court who decided 
that this man was disqualified as a juror ffrem the 
influence they inferred his masonic oaths might 
have upon him, as well as every other mason, and 
before they knew the use he admits he always 
made of his Masonry) were denouneed in the bit- 
terest terms k their names field up to scorn in large 
capitals, in tnasonic newspapers. The lawyers who 
sustained the motion were denounced as utterly 
abandoned, and the whole fabrio of justice declared 
to be prostrated, and the Masons disfranchised, as 
: citizens, by .the unrighteous proscription of Antima- 
sonry ! 

If this man, a respectable ship master, and of 

J * "I furthermore promise and swear that 1 will be 
inr and assisting, all worthy distressed Master Ma- 
sons. 7 ' dec. Master Meson's Oath.) 
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. tfttrapea'chlbl* character aside rrdra his Masonry, 
Thus Construed and acted upon his Masonic oaths, 
to itrlet conformity to their fair and titer al import, 
and if Governors and Bishops, in other countries, 
fconcurred with him in this construction, where is 
the security which men not masons have in busi- 
ness, in Courts of law or msewhere, so long as the 
secret means of Masonic co-operation and conspi- 
racy exist ?] 

Secret concert between Mr. Hazard and the Newport 
Masons. 

[It has been stated on a preceeding page that 
Mr. Hazard consulted the Masonic witnesses at 
Newport, in order to give them an opportunity to 
'concert their answers to his interrogatories, which 
were handed to Mr. Boss, Pa«t Muster of the 
Lodge, for that purpose, and that a regular Lodge * 
meeting was held. to arrange the form in which 
the Masons should give their depositions to avoid 
contradiction. This fact was brought out, in the 
investigation, by cross questions from Mr. Turner, 
as will appear from the following answers of wit-, 
nesses, on the first day of the examination at New- 
port.] 

Stephen Cahoone — Sworn. 

Question by G. Turner. For what purpose did 
you meet. with the Lodge last night ? 

Arts. I met for the purpose of hearing read the 
. forms of oaths and other papers referred to in Mr. 
Boss’s deposition. 

Question by do. By whom were they read. 

Ans. Mr. Boss read the interrogatories and oaths, < 
and Mr. Robinson, (present Grand Master) read | 
the answers and depositions.. i 

w Question by do. Can you repeat all or either of , 
your Masonic oaths 7 

Ans. No, I cannot, and if I could I should 

NOT ! FOR IF I COULD MV CONSCIENCE WOULD NOT ! 
LET ME. 

[Here again we find the Masonic conscience not 
to tell, stronger than thexivil oath to tell the whole 
truth !] 

Question by do. If you cannot repeat your oaths, 
how can you undertake to swear that Mr. Boss has 
stated them correctly ? 

Mr. Hazard, (to witness) you perceive this is 
rather screwing . It is a Justice’s way of doing bu- 
einess ! 

Witness, I should have answered as to what per- 
tains to Masonry, according to my recollection, as 
Mr. Boss had done. 

[On further inquiry it appeared in proof, that on 
the 27th of December, before the examination 
commenced, Mr. Hazard had sent in bis form of 
oaths, variations, and interrogatories, which with 
Mr. Boss’s deposition were all sent to St. John’s 
Lodge for perusal and.^igestion. 

Here Mr. Hazard asked Mr Boss where the pa- 
pers were, and he thereupon produced them from 
bis pocket.] 

John R. Stanhope— S toom. 

Question by G . Turner. When, where, and by 
whom, were the forms of oaths, interrogatories, 4c. 
read in your presence and at whose request ? 

Ans. At the Lodes , last night, they were read 
by Mr. Boss and Mr. Robinson, and at the request 
of the Chairman of the Committee (Mr. .Hazard) as 
I have heard him (Mr. Hazard) say ! 

Question by do. Was the Lodge regularly open, 
when the said papers were read, was there any dis- 
cussion or conversation on the subject ol said pa- 
pers, if so state particularly what it was. 

Ans. Whether the Lodge had been regularly 
opened or not, he cannot tell. He recollects hear- 
ing the Master declare the Lodge to be open, but 
cant remember the time. The business of reading, 
was done at the beginning. The members sat 
round and heard the papers read, the object of do- 
ing which being mentioned. There was no dis- 
cussion about it ; except that it was observed gen- 


erally that Mr. Boss hid answered the question! 
properly ! 

Question by thes'ame. Was the Lodge duly'tyle! 
or not ? 

Witness evaded the question, by saying he did 
not see the Tyler. 

Question by do. Is there or is thfcre not alwajfj 
some ceremony observed on opening and closing n 
Lodge, and was it performed last night? fl 

Ans. The first part I answer, yes, the last parti 
have said before 1 do not recollect ! 


Nicholas G. Boss 

Being called again, by Mr. Hazard, attempted to 
explain. He said be received the papers, (the io-’ 
terrogatories, cross questions,, forms of oaths, &c.) 
together with his own deposition, from Mr. Hazard, 
on Tuesday morning, with a request to read the 
questions and answers &o. to the Masons who 
would lie summoned as witnesses, in order to facili- 
tate the examination. He at first proposed to have 
a meeting of the Masons at his house, hut con- 
cluded to meet at the Lodge for the election of of- 
ficers that evening. The Lodge was duly opened, 
and he then stated the business to the brethren 
who had been .requested to attend as witnesses. 
The Tyler was directed to admit all Masons, and 1 
read the questions, &c. and brother Robinson the 
answers. We then proceeded to the regular busi- 
ness of the Lodge. 

[It would be difficult to imagine a greater oat- 
rage than this, upon a lair investigation, by i 
legislative, or any other tribnnal. Here ' were 
all the witnesses met together, the form of exam- 
ination put into their hands, and they tutored to 
that all might say yes or no to the same questions. 
What would have been said of the* minority report 
of the Committee appointed by Congress to investi- 
gate the concerns of the United States Bank, if 
Mr. Adams had given a list of interrogatories pri- 
vately to the President of the Bank, together with 
all the testimony against it, and desired him to hold 
a consultation with all the witnesses connected 
with the Bank, who were to be summoned, before 
the Committee, that they ipight have an opportu- 
nity to concert their answers, and all get their les- 
sons alike, under pretence of “ facilitating the ex- 
aminafion!” Where would be the difference be- 
tween such a proceeding and the conduct of Mr. 
Hazard witRthe Newport Masons?] 


The most Sovereign Grand Consistory. 

[The existence of a Consistory * of Sovereign 
Princes of the Royal secret, derived from the most 
Sovereign Grand Consistory oi the United States, * 
and to them from the Imperial Consistory in France. | 
was established, by the following testimony.] 
Testimony of Isaac Stall. 

I do not know who introduced the higher de- 
grees into this Country. I know who did into this 
Town. They were introduced into this town from 
New York. I assisted in the matter. The Chapter 
was introduced here, fay twenty years ago, by 
James Perry, John A. Shaw and others. The first 
Encampment was established here by ^authority 
derived from New York, and pretty soon after that 
we established the Consistory, and after a while 
the Encampment was placed under the authority 
of Massachusetts and Rhode' Island. The Consis- 
tory is the sum and summit of Masonry in this 
Country. 

AH subordinate Lodges pay a small fee to the 
Grand Lodge, for every candidate they receive. 
Certain fees are paid by the Lodge, Chapter, En- 
campment or Consistory, upon receiving their dis- 
pensation or charter, and the same rale governs the 
higher orders as is applicable to the lower orders. 

1 believe that the Grand Lodges correspond 
throughout the States. There is a General Grand 
Encampment in the United States. The Grand 
Encampment of each State is subordinate to thu 
General Grand Encampment. 
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WILLIAM CftaGCflHALLtt-Stfttrtt* 

[A Sovereign frinee o f the Royal Secret, and 
also a bar keeper in a respectable Hotel.] In an 
ewer to questions, reluctantly says, He is a mem- 
ber of the Consistory of Rhode Island. Cannot 
say Where it originated. Expects they have regu- 
lar meetings for Choice of officers, but cannot say 
who they are. Thinks they kept records, but does 
not know who has them. Does not. recollect what 
amount of fees the Rhode Island Masons paid to the 
Grand Consistory of the Uiilted States. Could not 
make any guess about it now. Never heard there. , 
was a Grand Consistory of the United States, or it 
had escaped his memory,' it was so long ago. 
There is a Grand Consistory in New York, having 
jurisdiction over its subordinate Consistories. 
Does not know of any higher degree in this Coun- 
try than princes of the Royal Secret, and members 
of the Grand Consistory. 

Stephen Deblois, John Brown, David M. Cog- 
geshail, and Jeremiahr Bliss, members of the Con- 
sistory, testified to the origin and existence of the 
Consistory, in Rhode Island. The latter was pres- 
ent four or five years ago, at the ehoice of officers.. 
He surely considers the Consistory in existence, 
because theywere in possession of the Charter, and 
had never surrendered it. Deblois was formerly 
Recorder, and kept the books. He paid $150 to- 
ward fees, and for getting the Charter from N. York. 

[Peleg Clark’s diploma of the 28th degree, was 
presented, dated 7781, and 2312 years after the res- 
toration 

Alexander M. McGregor , testified that he had 
taken three degrees of Masonry in Scotland. The 
oaths he toolrtnere are substantially the same as he 
has heard administered in Lodges in Rhode Island. 

George Howland , swore he had attended a Lodge 
in Curracoa, and a French and American Lodge in 
Norfolk* Va. and in various other places in the 
Islands and in Europe. Their ceremonies and 
mode of working, with few variations, are the same 
as in Lodges here. 

'[Masons justifying the murder of Morgan .] 
Samuel S. Peckham— Sworn. 

Is not a Mason. Testifies that two months ago, 
in Capt. Vars store, in presence of Capt. W. and 
Capt. J. Vars, he heard James M. Tuell a Mason, 

, say, “ that if any man should do as Morgan had 
done, he ought to have His throat cut ; and that if 
any man belonged to a religious society, and should 
come out. and strive to tear it down he would de- 
seive the same.” Witness saw Mr. Tuell a few 
days after, and told him what he had said. He 
then said, if he had said that about a church mem- 
her , he ought not to have done it, and was sony 
for it — but be ngver denied what he had said about 
Morgan. That appeared to be his deliberate opin- 
ion, for 1 had spoken to him several times about it. 

I had heard he had said that there were three or ’ 
four men in this town, he should like to have serv- 
od as Morgan was. 

James M. Tuell — swotn, to tell the whole truth. 
Is a Mason of three degrees. As to the conversa- 
tion referred to in Peckham’s deposition, about 
Morgan, witness recollects being in Var's store, at 
the time Peckham was, “ and to tell you the truth 
I ca nnot recollect what the conversation was, more 
than a child, for t was in a hurry and was not in 
the store more than three minutes.” Has no re- 
coil option of saying there were three or four oth- 
ers he would like to have served as Morgan had 
been. Witness did not deny the remark respect- 
ing Morgan. 

William Vars— Sworn, 

Is not a mason. Was present when Peckham 
and Tuell bad the conversation. Mr. Tuell said 
he thought there were some in Newport who 
eught to be served in the same' way, as Morgan. 

George Bowen affirmed. What conversation I 

have had* was in a jokio way. I think that once, in 


his shop, T heard Mr. JTuell say that Morgan had 
been served right. 

Nichols Habsard (Sheriff of Newport County) 
Sworn. Is not a Mason. Pretty soon, after the 
people here began to talk about it, I heard Mr. 
Henry Moore, a Mi son, say, “ he did.not believe, 
a word of the murder, and if it was so, it was no 
more than he (Morgan) deserved.” 

Question by Mr. B. Hazard. Did Mr. Moore say 
this as his sober, deliberate sentiment • 

Ads. He said it apparently in earnest, and pretty 
, warmly, and he said it more than once ; and there 
had been no provocation given to him for saying 
so, to my knowledge. 1 have repeatedly asked 
Mr. Moore it he thought Morgan had been carried 
off by Masons, and he would always evade the 
question by saying, •* it had never been proved.” 

Mr. B. Hazard here made some insulting remark 
to the witness, who claimed to be treated with the 
civility due to a witness, or he should leave the 
room. v 

Mr. B. Hazard retorted that this was a bad place 
for him to flinch. The witness replied that he would 
never find him flinching. 

Mr. B. Hazard asked witness his opinion of Ma- 
sonry, as connected with the murder of Morgan. 

Witness. The Institution of .Masonry, in my be- 
lief, has screened the perpetrators of that deed. I 
have said so* and I believe so now. 

There was some further cross examination, which 
did not vary the testimony in the least. 

Thsophilus Topham, sioorjii—says he is a Ma* 
son and has taken twelve degrees. Being asked if 

he could repeat the oaths accurately, says tl I< 

could repeat them as high as the Royal Arch, in-, 
elusive, but I decline repeating them. / have.aU 
ways understood that I was bound not to repeat 
them” 

[Mr. Hazard suffered this excuse to pass.] 

Samuel S. Peckham states, that after his return, 
to Newport, from the Antimasonic Convention held 
at Providence, Sept. 4831, he had a conversation 
with Capt. Benjamin Marshall, a Mason, pf New* 
port. In the course of the conversation, Capt*. 
Marshall said, that the Masons, “ if they wanted 
power, could have as much as they pleased, and 
that the General Assembly dare not take up the An* 
timasonic Memorial, and try it ; and that the Ma- 
sons could command a majority, if they pleased, ir> 
every town in the State. I asked Capt. Marshall 
if I should remind him of these assertions a month 
hence, be would acknowledge having made them') 
and he replied, “ I will not only do that, but I will 
repeat them,” and he thereupon did repeat what he 
had said about the power of the Masonic, body, and 
the fears of the General Assembly. 


[There were several other witnesses examined at 
Newport, but their statements did n ojt vary the ev- 
idence given in the above abstract of the testimony 
' taken at that place. The Deposition of « 

Dr. Bekjamiiy W. Case, of Newport, a seceding 
Master of a Lodge, was very minute and accurate, 
detailing all the ceremonies and forms and oaths oi 
the Lodge. It confirmed in every essential partic- 
ular, the disclosures qf Morgan, Bernard and Al- 
leyn* Dr Case testified, that sometime in 1829, 
Capt. George Howland, a Royal Arch Mason, told 
him that he (Howland) was at sea st the time ol 
Morgan’s death. On his return be visited the 
Royal Aroh Chapter in Providence,*and inquired in- 
to the truth of the story. They teld him it w&i 
true, and that Morgan had justly come to his death, 
wd on that night the Chapter raised money to help 
the Western sufferers, then imprisoned on account 
of the Morgan business. The opinion was uniform 
among Masons* at first, that Morgan bad been just- 
ly dealt by. J . 

Capt. Howland, an adhering Mason, being carfed 
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Dr. Case further testified^ that in the Master's 
oath are these words : “ 7 will give a brother Mas- 
ter Mason a preference in his trade or calling .” 
This he well recollected, for be had repeated it at 
least sixty times, having initiated over that number 
of Members, besides repeating all the three first 
oaths twice a year, as is required of the Master by 
the by-laws, who repeats them to the members, and 
they repeat after him. 

The connecting link between the Lodge and the 
Chapter, is the Past Master’s oath, not to sit in a 
Lodge of which the Master is not of that degree, 
and that he wj}l support the Constitution of the 
Grand Royal Arch Chapter.] 

Pslzg Almy — Sworn. 

Is not a Mason. 

Qjnes. Did you ever know any judge or juror, 
being a Mason, to give a preference to a Mason, in 
Ceart. 

An s. I did not know until lately who were Ma- 
sons, or who wore not, nor did I know any thing of 
the obligations Ma.*ons were voder to each other. 

does. Have you now any reason to believe such 
a preference has ever been given ? 

An s. I have bad cases in Coart that went differ- 
ently from what I and others expected. There was 
some mystery about it, hot whether it was Mason- 
ry or not I cannot toll. One was a case against 
Ebenezer Davenport, who 1 have since learned was 
n Mason. There were several Masons on the jury. 
During the trial, 1 took notice that Davenport was 
often down in the store of J. B. Newton (a Mason) 
and I was in there after the trial, when Newton 
told me he was satisfied the witness lied against 
me, and that the jury decided against the evidence, 
bat that they could not give it the other way, be- 
cause it would prove forgery, on the part of Dav- 
enport. 

Testimony of Henry T. Cranston 

[Mr. Cranston is an Attorney at Law, Clerk of 
the Court of Common Pleas, for Newport, and a 
Mason of twenty-three degrees. lathe challenge 
of Bateman Monro (November 1830) as a Masonic 
juror, before mentioned, Mr. Cranston was Counsel 
for Borden, the Masonic !>arty, and volunteered as 
a witness to prevent Munro being taken off the ju- 
ry. In his examination he denied that he had ever 
taken the three first oaths given in Bernard “ as 
such refused to state what the oaths he hsd taken 
were, oh fho ground that he did not know as he was 
at liberty to do po, though required by the Court ; 
declaring to the Court mat he would subject him- 
self to every kind of punishment, that lie would 
perish utterly and for&ver rather than violate his 
Masonic obligations ! Mr. Cranston was selected by 
the Grand Ledge of Rhode Island to deliver the 
Address on the last celebration of St. John's day, so 
. called, by the Masons of Rhode island.] 

H. Y. Cranston, being called upon by Mr. Haz. 
ard to .take the civil oath, before the Committee, 
made a speech to the Committee declining to sub- 
mit to an examination. 

Mr. Hazard said, you can tell whether you are a 
Masen, •r not, and proposed to put the oath to him. 
Mr. Cranston refused to take the oath , and be and 
Mr. Hazard conferred, about it ^ Mr. Hazard then 
proposed to administer an oath to answer questions 
put to him about the Bateman Munro case, and 
Witness consented te be sworn in that form. Mr. 
Hazard then put some irrelevant questions to him 
about his helnra witness in that case, after which, 
he asked Mr. Turner if he had any questions te ask 
the witness > 

Mr. Turner, I have not, until the witness is sworn 
generally, and then I should like to ask him several 
QM Oft SUM 

[Mr.Htzard did net swear him any farther, and 
thus this witness, who declares that his civil duty is 
pe rom en nt lw his Masonic duty, doubted in one case 
under ejarilesih, whether he was at liberty to tell 
the truth, whgre his Masonic oath enjoined secrecy, 


and in another ease, refused to be sworn at aU, 
where his Masonic obligations wore to be called in 
question, unless the oath could be narrowed down 
to suit his views as to the questions he choose to 
answer? What a scene would courts of law pre- 
sent, it members of all other societies, were to ex- 
ercise the prerogative claimed by Masons, to 
make the supremacy of civil law, yield to Masonie 
law !J 

SECOND EXAMINATION, 

AT PllOVIDXNCE. 

Held by James F. Simmons , solus. 

[On Friday evening, January 6th, the following 
notice appeared in the Providence Daily Advertiser 
and American.] 

“ The Committee appointed by the General As- 
sembly to inquire into the charges against Freema- 
sonry and Masons in this State, will attend at the 
State House in Providence, on Saturday, the 7lb 
instant, at 10 o’olock, A. M. for the purpose of re- 
ceiving the testimony of such witnesses as may 
there appear before them. 

In behalf of the Committee: 

JAMES F. SIMMONS.” 

[This notice was given only 24 hours before the 
examination. Mr. Sprague, one of the Commit- 
tee, who resided but a few miles trom Providence, 
was not personally notified, and knew nothing of 
the intention of Mr. Simmons to bold this addition- 
al examination, until it had passed by. The ar- 
rangement appears to have been made with a de- 
sign of getting rid ot Mr. Sprague’s attendance. 
None of the Committee appeared* on Saturday, ex- 
cept James F. Simmons.] 

The objeet of this pretended meeting ot the Com- 
mittee was to carry into effect the pre-concerted 
plan between the Committee and the Masons, of 
giving the formal solemnity of sworn depositions 
to certain disquisitions and essays in favor of Free- 
masonry, which some of the principal Masons had 
prepared, by the consent of Messrs. Hazard and 
Simmons, to hand in on this occasion. Accordingly 
when Mr. Simmons called the first witness, Wil- 
liam C. Barker, Grand Commander, and swore him 
to tell the truth, the whole truth and nothing but 
the truth, the witness said he- had testimony written 
which he wished to offer, and handed a bundle of 
papers to Mr. Simmons. This testimony, in his 
case, as in that of the other witnesses, had been 
written out, compared and digested, doubtless in 
the Lodge, with all the benefit of * the preceding 
examinations and questions furnished them by the 
Committee. In this light it is not evidence as to 
facts, but merely individual opinions . The wit- 
nesses might with equal propriety have handed in 
Webb’s Monitor and Cross’s Chart, and swore to 
them as their depoeitions. What transpired open- 
ly before the Committee, we shall record faithfully. 
The written essays are no evidence.] 

William C. Barker, 

GrandCommander, being sworn, was questioned. 

Question by -Waiter Paine, jr. Cannot a, person 
be a member of a chapter, encampment and lodge 
at the same time ? 

Ans. Ho can. 

Question by same. If Freemasonry is a.charita- 
ble institution, why does it refuse to admit those 
as members who are most likely to need the as- 
sistance of their fellow men, sueh as are deformed 
or dismembered in body, and not of hale and entire 
limbs, as a man ought to be f 

Ans. I havejao answer to make to this question 
other than this, that Freemasons choose to make 
such rules and regulations as they please, of their 
own affairs. 

Question by J. S. Harris. Ton say you have 
never received any information from Lodges or Ma- 
sonic bodies, of Morgan’s death. Have you over 
heard Ma so uj t P u y or otherwise^ that Morgan had 
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written, or was , about writing a book' disclosing 
Masonry, and that he had suiTered either by con- 
finement or otherwise in consequence ? 

Jins. If the word Masonically was stricken out, I 
miglil answer that question. I have heard such 
reftorts and seen them in the newspapers fre- 
quently. 

Mr, Simmons »?id the question must be answer- 
ed as it stood; Nothing could be stricken out 
Witness made no farther answer. 

• Question by John S. Harris. Did you ever your- 
self as presiding officer of a Lodge, or know others 
in that capacity, to inform the candidate when in- 
itiated, what was the oath he was about to take, or 
the substance or nature of such oath, previous to 
taking it ? r 

ins. We inform them that they are to take an 
oath, and that it is not to interfere with tbeir poli- 
tics or religion. The oath is not read nor repeated 
before initiation. 

Question by Walter Pause, jr. Did you in the 
Knight Templar 'a degree take an obligation called 
the “6th libation'*? If so, is it not considered as a 
seal to all your former obligations, and the most 
binding oath administered by the Masonic Institu- 
tion ? 

Jins- 1 have alluded to all the obligations that I 
have feken, and handed them to the Committee. 

Question by Samson Almy. You say you never 
knew an upright adhering Mason, to consider his 
obligations as binding him to inflict any punish- 
ment except expulsion from the Lodge. Did you 
over know any Mason to consider them in any 
other light ? 

Jins. I never did. 

Question by Walter Paine , jr. Is there such an 
ligation administered in the Masonic Institution 
as the “ 5th libation”? 

Jins. I have referred to all the obligations I 
know of in Masonry, and handed them te the Com- 
mittee. 

Question by Walter Paint, jr. Is there in the cer- 
emonies of the Masonic Institution any oa|h, obli- 
gation or affirmation called the “5th libation’*? 

ins. I have referred to all the obligations in 
Masonry that l know of, and handed them to the 
Committee — and as to the ceremonies of Freemason- 
ry, f have nothing to say about them: 

Question by Samson Almy. If a Masonic sign is 
given by one brother Mason to another, is he not 
bound to obey it ? 

Ans. That is a point that I am cot at present de- 
cided on. I want time to consider of it. I should 
rather think not, but am not at present prepared to 
answer, had rather take time. 

{Witness took the question for consideration, by 
consent of the Committee, but he never answered 
it] 

Question by George W. Jackson. Were not the 
oaths and obligations as administered in the Mason ; 
ic institution, considered as part of the Masonic 
secrets prior to 1826 ? 

Ans. I cannot tell ; they might have been by 
some. 

Question, by Walter Paine, jr. Did you, prjor to 
1826, feel yourself at liberty to repeat the oaths of 
Masonry to any but a Mason ? 

Ans. I never thought of the subject before that, 
time.. If the question had coMg under my considera 
tioo, I think I should have x&ncluded they were 
not secrets, [here adding in a low tune, “ if l was 
of the same opinion I am note.**] 

Question by George W. Jackson. Did you ever 
know prior to 1826, of an instance of a Mason re- 
peating to any but Masons, the oaths and obligations 
as administered in the Institution? 

Answer. 1 don’t recollect of any auoh instanee. 
If I had, I should have thought upon the subject. 

Question by. Walter Paine, jr. -Do you know, 
hew many masons have been initiated Into the ma- 
ll 


sonic bodies to which you refer in yoor deposition — 
and what is the charge for such degree ? if so* 
please state the number and price ? 

Answer. In answer to this question, T should 
say generally, that 1 do not know. There are some 
other facts enquired ol, that i do know- The price 
of initiation is 24 dollars for the three first degrees, 
and 30 dollars for the lour succeeding degrees, »mi 
30 for the three next, making ten degrees. The 
pried I understand,' varies in diffeient places, and 
has varied in Otis town, not* lately however, not 
since I have been a member. 

.Question by Walter Paine, jr. Has there been a 
new oath introduced into the Masonic Institution 
which is now used in conferiug a cheek degree, or 
pass-word since the year 1826 ? 

Answer. I have alluded to alL the oaths in ma*>, 
son ry that I know of, and they have beeu liandedlo' 
the committee. 

Question by Geo. W. Jackson. Do you consider 
yourself as bound by your masonic obligations,or did 
you ever know any mason that did consider himself 
as bound to render any pecuniary or other assist- 
ance to a mason giving the sign of distress, without 
inquiring how he came in such a situation? 

Answer. I never did. 

(This is the close of this deposition. Mr. Bar* 
ker then said, “ 1 give that deposition to you, Mr. 
Chairman, not to go out of your hand*, at least not 
to go into the hands of any Antimason.") 

Adjourned until £ past 2 o’clock, P. M. 

[After the committee -had adjourned, Mr. Moeee 
Richardson called Mr. .Simmons aside and shew 
trim a paper. 

The paper read as follows: “ I. M. Richaidsort 
of Providence, promise that I will answer alt fair 
questions upon my honor, that may be put to me 
by the committee, but qone that may be asked ot 
proposed by B. F. Hallell, Walter Paine, jr. John 

Harris, Almy, or - -Jackson, &c,” (AU 

Anti masons.)] 

Afterkoon, Jan. 7. Present of the Committee, 
James F. Simmons. 

Joseph S. Cooke, Grand Master, sworn to “ tell 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth.” Mr. Cooke handed a bundle of paper to the 
committee as his essay upon Freemasonry. Is a 
Royal and Select Master. 

Question by John S. Harris. Was the words, 

“ of your duty to your God and country,” contain- 
ed in the Ma«ter*s assurance to you before your 
initiation, used ? or only the words that the oath 
would “ not interfere with your politics or religion ?** 

Answer. 1 do not recollect certainly. 

Question by Walter Paine , jr. Do you under- 
stand that the penalties of Masonic oaths are in 
any way binding upon those who have token them ? 
if so, in what way ? 

Answer. 1 will refer you to Mr.. Barker’s depo- 
sition, and agree with hiui in wbat he has said upon 
the nature of the penalties and obligations, [viz. 
that they mean only expulsion, when they, any noth- 
ing bat death.] 

Question by the Committee. Do you consider by 
the principles ol the institution, that you aie to con- 
sider the claims of iodigent brethren or the families 
of sueh, when they are deceased, as having a claim 
on your individual charities, as well as the funis of 
the Lodge ? . 

Answer. Not a special cJaiin^ but we should 
' feel bound certainly iu dispensing our charities to 
help a brother’s widow and children sooner than 
any others. 

Question by Walter Paine, jr. Do you consider 
that as a mason, you are under any obligation to 
answer a masonic sign that is given you by a stran- 
ger or any other person that is a mason ? 

Answer. I dont know how far I should be bound 
— I never had any such made me, but if one should 
be made, / should notice it of course i and should 
act according to the circumstances ! 
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Witness says, M a worthy mason can at all times 
fee freely admitted into any Lodge, a* a visiter.” 

'Moss* Richardson was called, and said before 
taking the oath, lie would observe that he would 
answer the thirty -four questions the committee bad 
prepared, and twelve more which he had prepared 
himself, but he would not answer any questions 
iroin that side of the bouse, (pointing to those who 
were proposing sortie 'questions as anti masons.) 

The committee, Mr. Simmons, said be could not 
niikeany new rules, and if he declined lo be exam? 
iiied, ho had no power to c< impel any body to on ex- 
amination. They could only swear people, and if 
they refused to answer there was no power in the 
committee to make them— any, body might lead a 
horse to water, hut it would bp hard to make him 
' drink after he got him there. Mr. Richardson then 
eat down. 

Peter GiiandU General Grand Treasurer, was call* 
ed,and before being sworn, said, that with the under- 
standing that the committee had heretofore put upon 
the ceremonies. ho would cheerfully be sworn, and 
state truly all lie knew about the obligations : but 
having been entrusted with certain lorms and se- 
cret ceremonies, that he did not think could affect 
any but ina>ons, he must claim to be excused from 
answering any such questions as wae calculated to 
disclose the in. 

M r Paine said he would state what questions he 
wished to have masons answer. He wished to 
'know if the signs given on entering and leaving a 
ledge were not designed to impress upon the minds 
of the members that their penalties are te be tm 
dtr stood literally — and also, whether many of th'e 
ceremonies, lectures and charges' did not directly 
impress the mind of the members with a literal ex- 
tortion of the penalties for divulging their secrets . ' 

The committee, (Mr Simmons,) said the commit- 
tee had concluded that Huy had not a right to ask 
any thing about the signs or ceremonies , unless they 
went to explain their obligations. 

Mr. Harris. The words of the obligations them- 
selves, if communicated from one to another openly 
as other people communicate, would not be so dan- 
gerous, but We consider the ceremonies and signs 
very important to shew how these paths can be 
used to effect other people or the public'; and the 
means of secret concert and conspiracy which they 
•give to Ft «© masons. 

Mr. Simmons said that the committed thought 
differently, . It would be right to ask these gentle* 
mep if there was any si zn or ceremony in masonry 
which could effect any body but masons ; or to ask 
them, whether there is any thing in masonry which 
would explain the oaths, or give any other con- 
struction than they had already given, or whether 
it had ever affected them differently from that which 
had been stated. 

This explanation seemed to satisfy and pacify 
Mr. Richardson, and Mr. Grinnell gave way for 
him to be examinecT. 

Moses Richardson, 

Treaaurer of the Grand Encampment, sworn to 
“ WH the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth.” — Presented his written discourse, which 
he proposed to read himself* Mr. Simmons said he 
could better understand • it if he read it himself. 
Mb then read it. 

Mr Richardson, in his dissertation, swore to the 
whole of Preston s history of the Antiquity of Free- 
masonry, the aame'ais he would have sworn to facts 
within his own knowledge. Ho also swore that I 
•every. Major General in the army of the Revolu- 
tion, except Arnold the traitor, with all those worth- 
ies who signed the Declaration of Independence, 
except four, alt the Presidents of the United States 
except two,* [the Adamses] were Freemasons. He 
also steers that political Antimasons were • anti to 
every thing that is charitable, frieudiy, social, in- 1 
•tractive, or beneficial to the community/ 


| He also twore to the following Very important 

‘ r was a member of the General Grand Chapter 
which was in session in the city of New York, in 
September 1826, when the news was received that 
William Morgan had been abducted , and the lament- 
ed De Witt Clinton, who presided at the meeting, 
immediately issued his proclamation, and offered 
| fifteen hundred dollars reward for (li8 apprehension 
of the culprits, and it was published the next day 
in the newspaper, which was thought suffi- 
cient.' 

Comments ojf Dx Witt Cljntoh. 

[The foct sworn to so distinctly by Mr Richardson, 
that on the 17th of Sept. 1826, the General Grand 
Chapter, sitting in New York, were informed, by a 
Mason , of the abduction of Morgan* is very impor- 
tant. It brings Home to that body a knowledge of 
the outrage from the first, and a silent sanction of 
the crime from the beginning. Mr. Richardson bad 
sortietime previous*, inadvertently stated, this fact, in 
presence of three persons, in order to show as hs 
thought, how prompt De Witt Clinton and the Ma- 
sons were, in offering .rewards to detect the kid- 
nappers. Knowing that this fact would be stated, be 
anticipated it in his deposition. De Witt Clinton, 
however, instead of being so prompt, was in fact 
compelled to make hit first proclamation, which hs 
did October 7 1826, oq a petition from the West,sign- 
by so many persons, he could not disregard it. fiut . 
he offered no reward then. Th% first reward hs 
offered, was October 96, 1896, more than a month 
after the deed, and the sum Was three hundred and 
not fifteen hundred dollars. The second reward of- 
fered 19lh of March 1897, was $1000. Now i! Moses 
Richardson swears truly that Clinton, knew as a 
Mason that Morgaq was abducted, five days after 
the abduction, and held back from offering a re- 
ward as Chief Magistrate for a month after, until 
pressed to it by petitions he could not resist — bow 
stands his relative duties as a Mason and a Gover- 
nor? Even the apologist of Masons, Mt. Hasard 
himself, condemns De Witt Clinton’s conduct. He 
says, in his report, p.71 : 

' • It was testified by Mr. M. Richardson, that hs 
was present in the General Grand Royal Arch 
Chapter in New York, when tho news of the ab* 
duction of Morgan was communicated in that body, 
.to the late Governor Clinton, who presided, and that 
he, the next day, advertised a reward of $1500, for 
the apprehension of the culprits, which Mr. R. said 
was thought sufficient. But was it sufficient ? Gov. 
Clinton acted as Chief Magistrate of the State, not 
as head ef the Masonic Chapter. The criminals 
were Masons, and members of the Masonie bodies, 
subordinate to the body then in seesion. The crime 
had been committed in the name of Masonry, and 
as the perpetrators contended, under Masonic au- 
thority ? Yet it .does not- appear that any notice 
whatever was taken of it by thatbody.’ 

• Here is the delinquency of De Witt Clinton.— 
Though he knew, as a Mason ih Sept. 1826, of this 
crime, betook no means,** the head of the Masons, to 
detect or punish it, and was forced br petitions to 
all the means he did take as a civil magistrate, to 
detect the offenders. Such is the pernicious in flu* 
ende of Masonry npon the most exalted minds.] 


Question by Waltm Paine , Jr.— Was the person 
who brought the news of Morgan’s abduction to the 
oity of New York, while the General Grand Chsp- 
teV were in session, a Mason ? If so, was the news 
considered official by the Chapter? and what wU 
the doings m relation to the affair ? 

Ans. I presume he was. I dont say whether it 
was considerco official. I saw the young man that 
brought the news and the offer of the reward'tbel I 
have stated, 'and that is all iknow About it. ‘ 
Question by the same. Was you in the Masonic 
mtetigg which adopted and published an Address of 
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the Grand Lodge to the people of Rhode I eland, 
signed by Joseph S. Cooke and others ? 

Ans. Yes, 1 was there at the time. 

[Not* — In the meeting here referred to, held in 1 
August 1831, an address was adopted, in which it is j 
asserted that * of that supposed act' [the outrage 
upon William Morgan by Masons] * we can only say 
we can neither affirm nor deny, because we know 
nothing about it !* And yet Moses Richardson, 
who represented the Rhode Island Masons, in the 
General Grand Chapter, at N. York, in 1826, swears 
that he saw the Masonic messenger who brought 
to that body, news of the abduction of Morgan ! a 
fact he could not have concealed from bis Masonic 
brethren, when he retnrned to Rhode Island. Nev- 
ertheless this8acne Moses Richardson and these Ma- 
sons, solemnly resolve and assert, in a meeting of 
Jasons, that they know nothing about the supposed 
outrage on Morgan ! ‘ Supposed act V yes * sup- 
posed, when in' 1826 they knew he was stolen by 
Masons, and when the Lockport trials which proved 
his murder, had been published in the Rhode Island 
American, right under their eyes ! And yet these 
innooent souls had got no further than * supposed? 
in their knowledge of the violence done to Morgan. 
The Cretans must have been Freemasons /] 

Question by Samson Almy. What was the name 
of the youngs man who brought the information to 
the General Grand Chapter? 

. Ans. I do not know. 

Question by do. Would you, rather than re- 
nounce Masonry, suffer the penalties annexed to 
your obligations ? 

Jins. Yes , eight times over , if it were possible . 

[Note. — After lie had finished his examination, 
Mr Richardson took this aoswer and struck out the 
words ( eight times over if it were possible,’ and 
inserted ‘ 1 would suffer all the punishment the 
lodge could inflict, viz. expulsion.’ 

Question by John S. Harris — Was the cheek de- 
gree and test oath communicated to the Rhode Isl- 
and delegation in the General Grand Encampment 
or General Grand Chapter in New York, or at any 
other place at that time in that St£te or city, to be 
engrafted in Rhode Island Masonry, as a necessary 
guard In consequence of the Morgan difficulties ? 

Jins. I should like to make two answers to that 
question, and first I would answer M r * Harris and 
tell him it is none of his business, and then I would 
answer the Cbmmittee that I never heard any thing 
of this in New York. • 

Question by Walter Paine, jr. Are there any 
ceremonies in the Institution ei Freemasonry which 
refer to, or in any manner explain the oaths ? if so, 
what are those ceremonies ? 

Mr. Simmons refused to put this question', and 
asked witness, Is there any thing in Freemasonry 
that is designed to give a different construction to 
the obligations, than you h&ve given, and if bo; has 
it ever had its effect to give to them a different con- 
struction. by you ? 

Jins. No, I have no knowledge of any such thing. 1 

Question by George W. Jackson . Would net the 
Masons who were concerned in the abduction end 
mutder of William Morgan of New York, and who 
have not as yel been expelled from the Masonic 
Institution, be received in full commuoiou by the 
lodges in this State ? 

A ns. If we know them to be the murderers of 
William Morgan, instead -of receiving them into 
cominunioo, we would seize them and carry them 
to the proper place for trial ; or if we knew them 
to have had any concern in It, we would do the 
same. I would, and presume all good Maaons 
would. 

Question by Walter Paine, jr. Should Eli Bruce, 
James Gan son, Burrage Smith and Loton Lawson 
apply to your lodge and give* the requisite signs, 
should you admit them ? 

A ns, I dmU know any thing about the men, and 
of course dont know whether they were concern- , 


ed. If Mr Paine knows, he can arifcwer for him- 
, self. In tb'o last question my answer covers thin 
completely. 

Question by same. Is the history of Freemasonry 
which you have given in your deposition, sucrc^, 
profane or Masonic history ? 

Jins. I take it woqld be called profane ; ell histo- 
ry I take is profane that is not sacred. 

Question by George W. Jack am. Have you ever 
known or heard the penalties attached to the Ma- 
sonic obligations, inflicted in the slightest degree 
upon delinquents ?■ 

A ns. It is an itnpertient question, I never knew 
of any other perinltlfes Veing inflicted than wtmt is 
contained in the 15th article of the by-laws of Sr. 
John's lodge, and dont believe there is any one that 
docs; and that is explanation enough. [0*And 
yet he swears that he knew in 1826, that Morgan 
was kidnapped by Masons for violating his oaths!] ' 

Question by Samson Almy. What is the "object of 
the oaths and obligations taken by Masons ? 

A ns. I have already answered this question — 
when 1 said, w bat construction 1 put upon my obli- 
gations. 

Question by John S. Harris. Where did you get 
the information, that all' the signers of the Declar- 
ation of Independence except four, and all the Ma- 
jor Generals of the Revolution except Benedict Ar- 
nold were Masons— -and also, which two of tfia 
Presidents were not Masons ? , 

A ns. I shall answer and say to the gentleman, it 
is none of your business. (The Committee said, that 
answer would not do ) Well, 1 nave got history for ' 
it, and if any geutleman wishes to so- it, 1 will 
show it to him. [Mr. Richardson has never pro- 
duced the history.] 

Christiaxt M. Nestxi.l, 

As a citizen, is a chair painter. As a Mason , he 
holds the following among other titles. Grand Re- 
corder, Super -Excel lent Master, High. Priest, Ro- 
man Eagle, Knight of Jericho, Knight of the 
Mediterranean Pass, and Thru Kin«s ! 

Mr. Mestell, being called, said, / wish to be die- 
tinetly understood, Sir. Chairman, that the obligation 
you art about to administer, cannot compel me to di- 
vulge in the least degree, the secret principles and 
ceremonies of Freemasonry. 

Mt^ Simtnons asked Mr. N. if he had Ireard what 
had been said on that subject to other gentlemen 
who had been examined. 

Mr. Nestell said ho had, and with that under- 
standing had no objection to being sworn. 

He was then sworn “to tell the truth, the whole 
truth , and nothing but the truth," and produced his 
written essay on Freemasonry.* 

In this essay, he swears, among other things, 
“The internal secret forms and ceremonies attached 
to eaefi degree, 1 view as a spocies of private prop- 
erty, which I have justly and lawfully purchased, 
[iQ^So has the countcifeiter lawfully purchased, 
his dies] and which I never will con sent to yield vp 
to any man or. body qf men, who are not as justly 
aiid law lully entitled to the same ae I am myself, 
even were my life and proper ty^to be the forfeit- 
ure.” [Of course, then, this witness would nover • 
dbcloso these secrets, under any requirement of a 
court of law, and yet he too affirms that he holds his 
civil obligations paramount to his Masonic obliga- 
tions ! This witness also asserts that he has doubts 
whether any outrage has been committed on Wm. 
Morgan.] 

Question by Walter Paine , jr. Have you not 
visited the lodges in this State since tlie year 1818 
to give the check word or tost oath ? 

Ans. I was appointed Grand Lecturer for 
two years successively, And during that time 1 vis- 
ited the lodges several times. The information 
which it was my duty to communicate in lectures 
to the lodges were the secrets of Masonry— -and It 
being the secrets and etremonies, I earfnot now d 
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wulge them. fThis man had sworn to toll the whole 
•truth.] 

Question by same. Do von know where the check 
degree originated, and for wlmt purpose it was 
formed, and when it was received in this State, and 
by whom ? ji so, pleaso state it. 

Ans. I dont know any thing about that degree — 
the check degree . 

• Question by same. Do you know of a chock 
word, test oath, or any thing instituted in the Ma-. 
sonic Institution since the year 1826, or any addition 
of any kind since that year? 

Jins. IVe hove a great many different locks on our 
doors, but I dont feel it my ditty to state what they 
are, or to let others know how to open them . 

[Afterwards Mr. Nested asked liberty of the 
Committee to strikeout the word different in his last 
answer, which was done.] 

Petf.r Grinnell, 

Is the .General Grand Treasurer of the General 
Grand Royal Arch Chapter. 

Mr. Grinned was called and sworn to “tel! the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing' but the truth.** 
On being asked if he had his deposition written 
out, he sail he had beganone, but had not finished 
it — he could add nothing, however, to what had 
been told by those who preceded him, Mr. Wilkin- 
son and others. What he had written was then, 
handed to the Committee as evidence. 

Question by JohnS. Harris. Did you ever your* 
eel ve as presiding officer *of a lodge, or have you 
known others in that capacity, to inform the candi- 
date when initiated, what was the oath he was about 
to take or the subatanec of such oath, previous to 
his taking it? 

Jins. JVo, the oath was never repeated before his 
initiution-A\e was assured that it would not inter* 
.fere with his politics or religion. 

John Wilder, 

Of Providence, Innkeeper, sworn M to toll the 
truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth,** 
said he has no deposition written out — has taken 
sixteen or eighteen degrees. 

Question by High Priest , Barzillai Cranston. 
Will you give your views ol the Masonic Institution 
and of the obligations? 

Jins. 1 will. My own opinion of the institution is, 
that it is the best moral institution under heaven — 1 
should not call it second to none except the chiigtian 
religion—! would willingly subscribe to the testi- 
mony of those who have gone befoie me, ms it re- 
spects the obligations. 

Luther Woodward, 

Of North Providence, Iron master, sworn. 

Has taken twelvfe regular degrees up to the. or- 
der of St John, [being here prompted by the bretb- 
ren he said up to the degree of Knight Templars 
, inclusive.] He swears to the same statements as 
preceding witnesses. 

Question by John S. Harris. Do you know any 
. individual Mason in this State or any wheie, that 
subscribed money tp carry on the election in Bris- 
tol district in Massachusetts! in favor of Mr. 
Hodges ? 

Ji nsu>er. . I do not. 

[Note. Herb Mr. Moses Richardson asked Mr. 

* Simmons, if he did not want to rest a lew moments. 
He wanted to ask’ Mr. Harris one question, as we 
heard a good deal about bloody shirts &c. and as Mr. 
Wilkinson and Mr. Paine seemed to be gone lie 
would ask Mr. Harris the que$tion v 

Says Mr.R.wc have read some number of yeartf ago 
of one John Rogers who was burnt at the stake, and 
hit wife ai d nine children, one at the breast, follow- 
ed him. Now he would ask Mr. Harris how many 
the re was in the whole, being one at the breast, 
•iue or ten? 

This dignified and grave interlude created some 
laughter at the timo from the members of the ‘best 
moral institution that ever existed under heaven.*] 


' Question by John S Harris. Do you consider 
that the oaths and obligations improve the morals? or 
what part of masonry is it ? 

Answer. The general principles of masonry, ta- 
ken collectively as it is practised. 

> [Mr. Richardson, by Mr. Simmons* consent, 
took his deposition and the questions and answers 
home to compile , and return on Monday following!] 

Mr. Simmons here adjourned without day. 

(D* NOTE. 

Masonry used Foil Smuggling.— T he deposi- 
tion of Bateman Munro, [see p. 77,] has excited 
some inquiry in the minds of many, hitherto indif- 
ferent to the influence of Freemasonry upon soci- 
ety. 

It must be obvious to every one who examined 
the Contrivance of Masonic oaths and secrecy, that 
it would be impossible to devise a more ingenious 
system than this for eartying on smuggling, or any 
other violation of the laws, requiring secrecy and, 
caution, and certain mysterious obligations and pen- 
alties, to bind together rogues aqd desperadoes, 
who could have nothing else to pledge each other to 
mutual fidelity in crime. Hence it is that frater- 
nities of thieves, robbers, pirates and desperadoes, 
are always found bound together by mysterious 
oaths and penalties. Honost men need no such 
pledges from each other, in all lawful enterprises. 

There have unquestionably been innumerable vi 
olatioiu of the revenue laws, through the influence 
of Masonic oaths and secrecy, which the ingenious 
| contrivances possessed by Masons will forever con- 
ceal from the world. A person detected in smug- 
gling was asked how he had contrived to evade the 
laws so long, when so many persons must have 
beeu engaged in assisting him ? He replied that 
he employed none but Freemasons ! 

The deposition of Bateman Munro justifies ns in 
believing, that if a man of acknowledged good char- 
acter, as lie is, would use Ms Masonry to violate the 
laws ef other countries, there are not wanting very 
good Masons , who would not hesitate to make a 
profit, through their Mason jy, at the expense of the 
revennoof their own oountry ; and hence it is that 
we find Freemasons- generally so loth to give np an 
institution through whieh they have been enabled 
to derive so many unfair advantages over the rest 
of mankind - 

The character. of Bateman Munro, and bis motive 
in giving his deposition, will appear from the follow- 
ing certificate. 

Newport, March 26, 1832. 

Bateman Munro is a very respectable man ; an old 
sea captain, for many yoars in the employ of J ames D. 
Wolf. Esq. of Bristol, and was in his employ at the time 
testified to by him in bis deposition. This deposition 
was given under a sincere impression that he was doing 
the Masonic cause good service, and the most elevated 
sense of the excellence and value of the Masonic Insti- 
tution, and he has since expressed the same opinion in 
public, when I was present and several others, who will 
testify to the fact. He is now the proprietor of the 
Turnpike Estate, at the north end'of this island, and the 
same man who was rejected as a juror, on Masonic 
grounds, by the Court ot Common Pleas for ibis county. 

George Turner. 

It is believed that some strong light was thrown 
upon the means resorted to by Masons to evade the 
revenue, in a deposition, which Mr. Haxard took 
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privately, and concealed, and suppressed, so that no 
on* has been able to ascertain where it is, or what 
are its contents ! Enough transpired however, to 
induce a belief that they related to Masonic smug* 
gling. The Depoueht was a Mr. Penniman, of 
New Bedford, then in Newport, who had been na- 
med to Mr. Hazard, as a witness, by Dr. Case, a 
seceding MasOn. Instead, however, of examining 
this witness in a public manner, Mr. Hazard, (who 
appeared to have anticipated that the factrhe might 
disclose, most be suppressed, or they would put it 
out of even At# power to justify Masonry) toot the 
' deposition of Mr. Penniman, one evening stone et the 
Tavern of Nichols Hassgrd, in Newport. For this 
purpose he took the witness into a back room, by him- 
self, without giving notice to arty person of his inden- 
tion to take the deposition, and no person was present, 
but Mr. B. Hazard and the witness ! The deposition, 
or whatever Mr. Hazard drew from the witness, in 
this mysterious interview, was never shewn to any 
person, not in the Masonic secrets, and it has been 


entirely suppressed in Mr, Hazard’s re pert, tie hav- 
ing paid no attention to repeated c i Us by individ- 
uals and in the newspapers, to explain this extraord - 
inary cooduct, in the Chairman of a Legislative 
Committee i The public must draw the inference . 

Concluding Note. 

The above is a faitlitul narrative of the extraor- 
dinary and important investigation it details. /The 
report *of Mr. Hazard, on one part, and of Mr. 
Sprague Jr. on the other, were drawn from these 
facts. Mr. Hazard attempted to justify, bat closed 
with condemning Freemasonry, and Mr. Sprague in 
his minority report, fully explained the dangerous 
tendency and principles of the Institution*. That re- 
port is more than sustained by the facts .above re- 
corded, drawn from the testimony under the 
civil oath of more than one hundred persons , a . 
majority of them adhering Masons. 

The principal Reporter of this Investigation has 
only to add, that it any ot the material facts herein 
stated, ate called in question, by any man or body 
ot men, he is fully prepared to substantiate them in _ 
any form calculated "to establish truth and expos* 
imposition." Bkkjaxin F. Halxxtt. 
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